
DO NOT START WORK UNTil YOU
RECEIVE PERMITS FROM BOTH TrlE

CORPS AND THE STATE

JOINT APPLICATION FOR PERMIT!,
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

'IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LANDS

RECEIVED

MAR 2120il3
--

WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION

This application may be used to apply for both a Department of the Army permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and for State of Idaho
• permits. Department of the Army permits are required by Section lOaf the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 for any structures or work in or affecting
navigable waters of the United States and by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act for discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States, including their adjacent wetlands. State permits are required under the State of Idaho, Stream Channel Protection Act (Title 42, Chapter 38, Idah
Code) and the Idaho Lake Protection Act, Section 58-142 et. seq., Idaho Code. Route Uses: Information provided on this form will be used in evaluating
the application. Disclosure of requested information is voluntary. If information is not provided, however, the permit application cannot be processed nOI

can permits be issued. Applicants should send this completed application, along with one set of good reproducible drawings showing the location and
character of the proposed project, to both the Corps of Engineers and the State of Idaho. NOTE: DRAWINGS NO LARGER THAN 8-112 X " INCHES IN
SIZE. The Applicant Information pamphlet provides instructions and a checklist for completing the drawings.

Recei t #

83706

Coprt

Fee Rec'd B :

501 Baybrook

Boise. Idaho

Dennis Moyer

Area
_ Home I

Area

_'-'-.L....""'.u.r,c<-r-b. Department of lands # _

Date Received -'- _

c. ·Work Phone

d. Fax Number ~ _

e. Email Address

Recei t #
EASE TYPE OR PRINT

4. a. Authorized Agent

b. Mailing Address

83706

Fee Rec'd B .

Court

Area Area
(208 ) 424-3865 Home ( , _

(208) 424-3850

c. Work Phone

d. Fax Number

e. Email Addressdmoyer@alscott.com

,. Corps of Engineers # ~~a.

Date Received ~

3. a. Applicant Deer Creek. LLC

b. Mailing Address 501 Baybrook

Boise, Idaho

Distance/Direction from nearest city/town

5. e. Tax Assessor's Description

g. UTM Coordinate Grid

5. Location where proposed activity exists or will occur.

a. Waterway Salmon River

Tributary of Snake River lw\s¥ t<x,,11l'l
b. Distance/Direction from nearest city or town County/State

Approx 34mi So. of Lewiston

N 1/2
f. 1/4 114

27
Section

31N
Township

l6mi + SW Cottonwood

3W
Range

c. Zip Code Local jurisdiction (city or county) Zone Northing Easting

d.Directionstothesite 22 ini + So. of LewistoD 00 Weba Rdj So. 12+ mit Eagle Crk Rei to Salmon R,1ver

6.a. Describe Project {Work below the ordinary high watermark orin wetlands).River chan~el is apE. 150 ft. wide - project

is on North side in slack water OD saud bar and away from maiD current Dock is £1oating ·and

portable. Dimension: two 29ft x 6ft 6jn sections attached in a "Til shape Anchored by

chain or cable above high water mater mark. Riyer end of dOCk held in place by portable,

precast concrete anchors. Docks are stored above high water line aD priJZ8te land d.Jr;o8

winter and spring seasons.

b. Construction methods and equipment Construct OD land transport to site and install

c. length of project along the stream or extension into lake or reservoir: _-,2;,.:9L!:f.!:e:.!e:.Jt~ _

d. Size and flow capacity of proposed bridge or culvert and area of drainage served (sq. miles): (Idaho Department of Water Resources requirement.)

N(A
COMPLETE THE FOllOWING FOR DISCHARGES OF DREDGED OR Fill MATERIAL

7. a. Volume dredged or fill material to be placed waterward of the ordinary high water mark (BOTH TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT)? NIA
(cubic yards)

b. Will fill be placed in wetlands? ..1!l.A...1f yes, area: (acres) Type of fill material: ~_.JNLll/J:.AL~~ --,- _
(i.e. sand, rock, clay, concrete, etc.)

c. Will dredging be required waterward of the ordinary high water mark or in wetlands? .11.l.l:-lf yes, volume (cubic yards)

d. Type of dredged material ---!N!,J/'..!AL _

e. Disposal site for dredged material: ~No.LIJ:.AL Method of dredging: N/A

f. Method to control turbidity and sedimentation: N/A

g. Is project located in a mapped fJoodway?

NPW Form 304
Apr 04 {REV)

N~ If yes, complete the Engineering "No-Rise" certification form.

IDWR Form 3B04-E
Apr 04 (REV



_________________Estimated Duration9. Proposed Starting Date

~

J1.
8.a. Purpose and intended use: Commercial Public Private....xK...- Other "scribe 0 C

R') I Q' ~
b. Reason for project_---'o:~=v.:.::e"r___'a"_'=c""c"e:..:::..:,-::.....""t""0:....J~.=..:~:.=.~~~~.!=..l:...caO!.n~d~c"aO!.b~ic!;n!..:.'-..£~~ac!f~e"l!o.:i-.J;sL!e'-!c,cu!lir"e~~lLl:II.+~~!IIl~ " ~

oatS.

10. List portions of the project that are complete with month and year of completion __.....:N:..f"A"- ---------- _
Label this work on your drawings.

11. Names, addresses. and telephone numbers of all adjoining property owners, lessees, etc.

River frontage is approx. 982 fee~t~. __

heck here if the alteration is located on endowment lands administered by the Idaho Department of lands

'2, LEGAL OWNER IF OTHER THAN APPLICANT

a. Name ____"N.Lf"A'- d. Phone Work

b. Mailing Address Home

C. City, State, Zip Code _

13. List applications, approvals, or certifications from other Federal, state, or local agencies for work described in this application.

Issuing Agency

IDWR

ID. Dept of Lands
Bureau of Land Mgmt.

Type of Approval Identification No.

Letter approval as specified by Agency

Approved by review
Approved by review

Date of Application Date of Approval

7125(07

4 to? (a'
3/21/07

14. Has any agency denied approval for the proposed activity? Yes No....xx.... IIf "Yes" explain)

15. Other comments/information:

Existing project was submitted to IDWR and approved jn ?nn~

and Bureau of Land Management Cottonwood reviewed the request
Dept Of TaDds in cra;i·g:motlt
and each approved. Dock

was installed and removed for the season as planned and stated jn the approved reqnest

No encroachment permit required per rpWE and TOI,

, 6. Application is hereby made for a permit or permits to authorize the activities described herein. I certify that I am familiar with the information
contained in this application, and that to the best of my knowledge and belief, such information is true, complete, and accurate. I further certify that
I possess the authority to undertake the proposed activities. I hereby grant to the agencies to which this application is made, the right to come upon
the above-described location to inspect the proposed and completed work.

Dennis Moyer
Printed Name Date

17.lf you wish .to designate an authorized agent. complete item 4, item 16 and the following information.

I hereby designate to act as my agent in matters related to this permit application. I understand that if a

Federal permit is issued, I must sign the permit.

Original Signature of Authorized Agent Date Original Signature of Applicant Date

18 U.S.C. Section 1001 provides that: Whoever, in any manner within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States knowingly
falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device a material fact or makes any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or
representations or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing same to contain any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or entry, shall
be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than 5 years or both.

DO NOT SEND CORPS PROCESSING FEE WITH APPLICATION

SEND IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES OR IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LANDS FILING FEE WITH APPLICATION

NPW Form 304
Apr 04 CREV)

IDWR Form 3804·8
Apr 04 (REV)
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Easy to install.
Easy to maintain.
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Improve the appearance
and utility of your water~

front while saving mainte~

nance time and expense.
The rugged EZ dock
system provides safe,
convenient and attractive
water access that youlll
enjoy year after year.

J{eovyoduty Poly
odiylc,oe_nioo

~1ardock IU.tions
..u it cary to create
mo.tuylayoul

.11uy 101n...nwith
;I",~ ~~ hand toob
.W;,Iewrietyol
ICCCIfOria lIlIke it calV
to CUltomiu VOW' letup

••

'I ·71

.5

'";::
'"J-

.5
M

"..-
;::

'"6 ft 6 in N

.L
29 ft 31n

~

r



Apr 30 07 01 :56p Allen & Lyndie "~~gleton

\~)
208-"'-'\41807

<)
p.1

;><..
- r - -

,

- L _. -
I

I

r '5''1'"5+.......'-
S:.rc..v..: ;Y")

:J:" I ~.t",,,
,

"'~9_blc.1 ~ I

,1- b' pel,
~b~~

,,~ . c """t.."" c
.~

.0. ...c,:. hct...:.t
s",~ -*"5~r.

S-.\"".,-,= ~.....
i I

r'>i73C.oo

-tk,. kIf I I

1-\.,..,~1I

14/.[~t!J .0(;>

'\.

\) c e.-ks !( "....\ c..J\C"
S~~,?\~I <....s ~\

+0 ,',\<:-\....xc 1C -'$S'C
c.\..:...-k I hL~r...c\"..1t ~
C>-" C~"'I':"') k(J.~ ......'CI re.
,'ti.,,,\, ,C-l¥.;"s .",.. ~",c.h*'" ?;J<.~~ <"~+"'.it""
-to ,,"At tc.k'f t",t
0<.+ ~ S",,",? ..-J2
\r\ov-> -bi (M·kU.)

r- GIl£~iI'.e.r·-fc ~;~

Du.... a.<;~\;,k e--.Il



() C)

NOT TO SCALE

SALMON RIVER

RIVER WIDTH
APPROX. 150 FEET

REMOVABLE FLOATING
DOCK

LOCATION:
N Y2 SEC. 27; T 31 N; R 3 W
LEWIS COUNTY, IDAHO
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Page 1 of1

Galloway, Chuck

From: Galloway, Chuck

Sent: Monday, September 29, 2008 9:20 AM

To: 'sgoodson@gov.idaho.gov'

Cc: Spackman, Gary; Golart, Aaron

Subject: FW: Dock on Salmon River

Attachments: S79-20016

Sir, attached is copy of transmittal email with final order attached. If you need list of who received, please advise
and I will provide. Respectively, Chuck Galloway, 208-287-4919

From: Spackman, Gary
sent: Monday, September 29,20089:06 AM
To: Galloway, Chuck
Subject: FW: Dock on Salmon River

Chuck,
Would you email a copy of the Deer Creek boat dock stream channel alteration decision to Stephen Goodson

at the governor's office? Thanks.
Gary

From: Stephen Goodson [mailto:sgoodson@gov.idaho.gov]
sent: Monday, September 29,20088:26 AM
To: Spackman, Gary
Subject: Dock on Salmon River

Gary,

I would appreciate It if you could send us over a copy of the director's order on the Deer Creek boat dock.

Thanks.

Stephen Goodson
Constituent Services
Office of Governor C.L. "Butch" Otter
208.334.2100
sgoodson@gov.idaho.gov

9/29/2008



805 N Avenue
La Grande, Oregon 97850

August 12, 2008

Idaho Deparhnent of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

To Whom It May Concern:

Subject: Toint Application for Permit #579-20016

I hope you recognize the timing of the August 14 hearing on Permit #579-20016
severely limits participation by those individuals who spend their summers working or
otherwise participating in the non-motorized boating community. This is the peak
season for commercial river trips and so lack of physical presence should in no way be
construed as lack of concern about this permit application.

Placement of a permanent dock on the lower Salmon River at the beach near Deer
Creek, on property owned by the State of Idaho, in the simplest terms is totally
inappropriate and unnecessary. The relatively predictable and stable flows of an
undammed river negate any need for such a structure. It would, rather, be an implied
statement of ownership over a section of beach that is in the public domain and not
under the purview of a person with the wherewithal to construct an obscene blight on
the scenic value of the river canyon.

Maintaining the integrity of this river jewel serves the interest of a greater segment of
the population - both the local business communities and the population who
appreciate the currently relatively unfettered access the Lower Salmon River offers.

I continue to strongly urge your agency to reject Permit #579-20016. Your consideration
of my request is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Juanette Cremin



Galloway, Chuck

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Spackman, Gary
Wednesday, August 27, 2008 8:46 AM
Galloway, Chuck
FW: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

lower_salmon_dock_#2-jc.doc; ATT390981.txt

lower_salmon_dock ATI390981.lxt
_#2-jc.doc (2... (154 B)

Chuck,
I can't tell whether I forwarded the following to you.

SCA application seeking approval for the portable boat dock?
Gary

-----Original Message----
From: McLaughlin, Bob
Sent: Wednesday, August l3, 2008 9:29 AM
To: Spackman, Gary
Subject: FW: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200l6

What is the status of the

Gary:
This came in via IDWR info. I sent this to Jeff Peppersack but got an out of office til
Aug l8th auto reply back. I thought this might be time sensitive. Do you know where this
should go?

Bob

-----Original Message----
From: McLaughlin, Bob
Sent: Wednesday, August l3, 2008 9:25 AM
To: Peppersack, Jeff
Subject: FW: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200l6

This came in via IDWR info. Does this go to you?
Bob

Bob A. McLaughlin
Public Information Officer
Idaho Department Of Water Resources
322 E. Front Street (Front St. & Broadway Ave) Boise, ID 83720-0098
(208) 287-4828
(208) 830-4670 (cell)
(208) 287-6700 (fax)

-----Original Message-----
From: Juanette or John [mailto:jjrnd@eoni.comJ
Sent: Tuesday, August l2, 2008 l:l7 PM
To: IDWRInfo
Subject: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200l6

To Whom It May Concern:

Hard copy corning via "snail mail." Please enter my statement in the public record.

Respectfully,

Juanette Cremin

1



805 'Jf'Avenue

La (jran~ Oregon 97850

August 12, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 Y1"
To Whom It May Concern:

RECEIVED

AUG 14 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

Subject: Toint Application for Permit #579-20016

I hope you recognize the timing of the August 14 hearing on Permit #579-20016
severely limits participation by those individuals who spend their summers working or
otherwise participating in the non-motorized boating community. This is the peak
season for commercial river trips and so lack of physical presence should in no way be
construed as lack of concern about this permit application.

Placement of a permanent dock on the lower Salmon River at the beach near Deer
Creek, on property owned by the State of Idaho, in the simplest terms is totally
inappropriate and unnecessary. The relatively predictable and stable flows of an
undammed river negate any need for such a structure. It would, rather, be an implied
statement of ownership over a section of beach that is in the public domain and not
under' the purview of a person with the wherewithal to construct an obscene blight on
the scenic value of the river canyon.

Maintaining the integrity of this river jewel serves the interest of a greater segment of
the population - both the local business communities and the population who
appreciate the currently relatively unfettered access the Lower Salmon River offers.

I continue to strongly urge your agency to reject Permit #579-20016. Your consideration
of my request is appreciated.

Sincerely,

~~.~?9#-.~

Juanette Cremin



Davison, Copple, Copple & Cox, LLP
Attorneys at Law

Direct Contact:

Terry C. Copple
Direct: (208) 342-3766

E-Mail: tccopple@davisoncoppJe.com
http://www.davisoncopple.com

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State of Idaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83702

August 12, 2008

199 North Capitol Boulevard, #600
Post Office Box 1583
Boise, Idaho 8370 I

Telephone: (208) 342-3658
Facsimile: (208) 386-9428

RECEIV£:D

AUG 12 2008
DEPARTMEI~T OF

WATER RESOURCES

Re: Deer Creek, LLC Submittal in Support of Joint Application For Permits No. S79
20016 as Part of the Public Record At The August 14, 2008, Hearing Before the
Idaho Department of Water Resources

Dear Director Tuthill:~

Enclosed herewith please find the original Affidavit OfDenrus Moyer in support of the Joint
Application For Permits No. S79-20016 of Deer Creek, LLC which is currently the subject ofa
public hearing scheduled to commence before you at 9:30 o'clock a.m. on August 14,2008.

Additionally, we do wish to submit into the record the dock application ofRusty Bentz which
was approved by the Idaho Department of Water Resources in 1999 allowing him to have his
removable dock on the Salmon River. Mr. Bentz was unable to locate his actual approval letter, but
he did have his application as enclosed with this letter which he represented to us was approved by
the Department in early 1999. The approval ofMr. Bentz's application did not, ofcourse, result in a
tidal wave ofdock applications being filed as some have alleged would happen ifa dock permit was
approved for the river. Please note that Mr. Bentz is also a riparian owner on the river because ofhis
residence located on the river where the dock is placed during the summer.



Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State ofIdaho
August 11, 2008
Page 2

If you have any questions concerning the enclosed, please do not hesitate to contact this
office.

Very truly yours,

DAVISON, COPPLE, COPPLE & COX, LLP

TCC/tap
Enclosures

'---/
By: ~--'v~'+----------

TerryCF' ofthe firm



RECEIVEr

AUG 12 2008
DEPARTMENT t

WATER RESOURC _

August L 2008

Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State ofidaho
ldaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, ldaho 83702

Dear Director Tuthill:

My name is Bob Payne and 1 have owned property on the Lower Salmon River for many
years. I sold my property to Deer Creek, LLC upon which the current owner constructed a residence
for his personal use.

As a result ofmy many decades of owning property on the river and flying over it because I
am a commercial pilot, I am very familiar with the river.

There are numerous sandy beaches on the Lower Salmon River and even during the summer
months, many of the beaches, including the one involved in this matter, are not used very much by
the travelling public. Indeed, during the many years that I owned the property that is now owned by
Deer Creek, LLC, I only saw two or three different campers on that beach. I therefore believe that
any argument that the presence of this dock at one end of the beach will discourage use ofthe beach
by the pubic is wrong.

The placement of the dock simply cannot harm the river in any way. It is removable and is
anchored to rocks located above the high water line ofthe river. I have personally inspected the dock
and know that it is not impeding the flow ofthe river in any way, nor is it hurting the water quality in
any manner. In my opinion, the hundreds of rafters and jet boaters on the river during the summer
have much more of an effect on the river than this little dock.

As a result ofyears ofowning tllis property, I know that the fish do not spawn any where near
this beach because it is sandy and has slow moving water going by it.

The dock itself is not unsightly. It is a well-made and attractive dock designed to allow for
the easy loading and unloading of supplies for the owner.



\

I therefore strongly urge you to grant the pending application because I do not believe that the
objections that have been filed by others are well founded.

Sincerely,

Robert William Payne
salmonriverbob@ciearwire.net



AUG 14 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

August 8th 2008

Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State of Idaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83702

Dear Director Tuthill:~
I understand that certain outfitters and guides have expressed their opposition to a

non-commercial, private dock to be located in front of the residence on the property of
Deer Creek, LLC.

I personally have spent thousands of hours on the Salmon & Snake rivers. I own
property on the Snake River & have seen many private docks on both rivers.

People who own property on these rivers should be granted a permit for a private
dock. It is done throughout the State ofldaho on Rivers & Lakes.

I would appreciate you approving this dock application.

Sincerely,

frlr7
Ryan Rogers
Box 1206
Lewiston, Idaho 83501



RECEIVED

AUG 1lt 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

August 9th
, 208

Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State of Idaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front St.
Boise, Idaho 83702

Dear Director Tuthill:~
The public has always been allowed to enjoy the Lower Salmon River through rafters

and jet boats. The beaches have always been open for users during the summer.

The removable dock proposed to be installed on the beach in front of the residence
located on the property of Deer Creek, LLC is perfectly compatible with the other uses on
the river and therefore I ask that you approve the application filed by the applicant.

Sincerely,

~ICoF
Debra Rogers
103 Marine View Ct.
Lewiston, Idaho 83501



RECEIVED

AUG H 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

August 11, 2008

Director David R Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State of Idaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, ID 83702

Dear Director Tuthill: Y:Jr'"
I am writing this letter in support of the Deer Creek, LLC dock application filed
with your office. As a recreational river user, I believe that the presence of a
dock on the river will have no adverse impact on the Lower Salmon River,
especially since it is removable and is owned by an owner who has a residence
on the river. In my experience, permits for docks on rivers and lakes have
always been approved and are a well-accepted method for owners to be able to
make recreational uses of the river like other members of the public.

Sincerely,

iJt.fJbu/VUJ~
Debbie Moser
3432 Bluebird Circle
Lewiston, ID 83501



RECEIVED

AUG 142008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCE,

August 7th
, 2008

Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State ofIdaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83702

Dear Director Tuthill:~

There is another dock on the river owned by a private property owner who has a
residence on the river. I therefore believe that it would be unfair and discriminatory to
not allow Deer Creek LLC to similarly have a removable, recreational dock at its
residence since the Lower Salmon River is open and available for all types of recreational
users.

Sincerely,

~~
John Mendoza
3410 Quails Nest Dr.
Clarkston, Wa 99403



RECEIVED

AUG 142008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

August 11, 2008

Director David R Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State of Idaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, ID 83702

Dear Director Tuthill:~

I have traveled the Lower Salmon River and know that the proposed dock put in
the river last year by Deer Creek, LLC, is totally compatible with the river. I
therefore urge you to approve the application filed by Deer Creek, LLC.

:,e~

3427 18th Street
Lewiston, ID 83501



August 14, 2008

Director David R. Tuthill~
Department of Water Resources
State of Idaho
Idaho Water Center
322 East Front Street
Boise, ill 83702

RECEIVED

AUG 132008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

Re: Stream Channel Alteration Joint Application for Permits No. S79-20016 in the name
of Deer Creek, LLC

My name is Arthur Seamans and I reside in Lewiston, Idaho. I retired from the USDA
Forest Service in 1992 after over 32 years of service. I have a Bachelors degree in
forestry from the University ofNew Hampshire and a Masters degree in Forest
Management from Yale University. While serving with the Forest Service I completed
the service's graduate level Recreation Short Course at Utah State University. I also
served on the Interagency Whitewater Committee for several years and was its chairman
before it was reorganized as the River Management Society.

Much of my Forest Service career was spent managing river recreation and wilderness.
While assigned to the Slate Creek District of the NezPerce National Forest in 1972
through 1975 I wrote the first river recreation management plans for the Hells Canyon
section of the Snake and the Upper Main Salmon Rivers. These plans focused on float
boating, and the capacities established in those plans are still in place today. From 1975
to 1980 I served as Ranger for the Selway Bitterroot Wilderness' Moose Creek District
and was also responsible for managing the Wild section of the Selway River. From 1980
to my retirement in 1992 I managed the Wild and Scenic Snake River in the Hells
Canyon National Recreation Area.

After retirement I wanted an opportunity to put into practice what I had been aggressively
promoting with Snake River outfitters, trips emphasizing education about and
interpretation of Hells Canyon's magnificent resources. I have drivenjetboat tours for
Snake River Adventures since 1992 and continue to do so today on a part-time basis. I
have also worked part time for Joe Scott and with Sandra Mitchell on river and
snowmobile access issues from 1992 to the present.

My first trip on the Lower Salmon took place in February 1967 on a steeljetboat piloted
by Hollis Oaks. In 1973 (to the best of my recall) I floated the Lower Salmon with Terry
Kincaid of the BLM and the Middle Fork Salmon River's River Ranger Ted Anderson.
There was very little float use at that time, but we were impressed with the river's beauty
and potential for whitewater recreation. We were also appalled to see the river's beaches
littered with thousands of old tires. Cleaning the river became a top priority for the BLM.
Today the Lower Salmon is still a beautiful river providing a quality whitewater



experience to a large number of boaters, both float and power. It is also one ofthe only
managed whitewater rivers that allow spontaneous trips without the need for reservations.
This is possible because of the multitude ofbeaches and available campsites.

Wild and Scenic: Congress has not designated the Lower Salmon River under the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act and the stipulations of that law do not apply. Congress did move
to prohibit dams via separate legislation. If the river was to be designated in the future, it
is highly questionable that the area where Mr. Scott's cabin is located would qualifY as
scenic because that designation requires "essentially primitive shorelines". Roads can be
seen from the river on both sides. Developments include cabins, lodges, ranch structures,
farmed ground and a major power transmission line. The best fit for that segment of the
river corridor would be recreational river, the least restrictive of the possible
designations.

Wild or scenic designations do not necessarily preclude the installation of docks. For
example, the wild section of the Snake River in the Hells Canyon National Recreation
Area has a large permanent dock affixed to the Oregon bank at the Hells Canyon Creek
launch site. Along the Scenic Snake River at Pittsburg landing there is a large permanent
dock on the Idaho side ofthe river and a temporary dock at the administrative site on the
Oregon side. Another permanent dock is located in Oregon at Cache Creek in the study
section of the Snake River. Nothing in the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act precludes the
possibility of docks.

The Dock in Question: The dock Mr. Scott proposes to use, and in fact was permitted to
use in 2007, is low profile, earth tone and unobtrusive, environmentally safe and, most
important, temporary. The anchors and dock can and will be pulled out of the river every
year before freeze-up and will not be replaced until spring runoff has passed. The dock is
secured to the shore from points above the high water line on Mr. Scott's private
property.

The dock is to be located on the extreme end of a very large beach, in no way impairing
its use by the public. Visually this small dock is no more intrusive than a boat anchored
at the same location and much less intrusive than the hundreds ofbrightly colored craft
used by commercial and non-commercial floaters on the river every day during the
summer. Boats passing by this wide section of the river hug the far bank where the
current is strongest and would have to be deliberately rowed or paddled through calm
water to come even close to the dock.

In this section of river the setting is not primitive by any stretch of the imagination.
Roads are clearly visible on both sides of the river with motor vehicles, fishermen and
campers. A major powerline cuts across the hillside and buildings are clearly visible
from the river. It is not an unpleasant scene, but on the developed end of the scale.

The Need for a Dock: As a long-time power boater and a person in his 70's I can say
with assurance that docks serving residences and key stopping points are highly
desirable. When carrying gear and supplies it is sometimes necessary to offload them
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over the side of the boat instead of through the windshield. Some items are simply too
large to fit. Older persons and those with disabilities are often unable to safely enter or
depart over the bow, necessitating a dock,

When boats are secured to the bank via a bowline, drops of water level can leave them
sunk or stranded. Rises in water level can float them free and sometimes tear them from
their moorings, When simply recreating at a campsite for a day or two one can put up
with the inconvenience, but when a boat is parked at a site, such as a residence or cabin,
for extended periods, this is not a satisfactory arrangement. With a dock boaters can be
assured their vessel is secure. This is good for the boat's owner and good for the
environment.

Summary: Quite frankly, the issues surrounding issuance of this dock permit strike me
as much ado about nothing. The dock is temporary and if it is ever in conflict with some
future mandate it can be removed. It modifies nothing below the high water line on
public property. It is visually no more intrusive than a boat tied to the bank and less
visually impactive than most of the float craft used on the river. It occupies a small part
of a large beach on its extreme end, leaving the balance of the beach open to the public.
It has no negative impact on navigation, fish or wildlife. Please issue the permit.

Sincerely,

~~
Arthur L. Seamans
2604 Seaport Drive
Lewiston, ill 83501
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August 8' 2008

Director David R. Tuthill
Department of Water Resources
State ofIdaho
322 East Front St.
Boise, Idaho 83702

Dear Director Tuthill:1)/

RECEIVED

AUG 12 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

I am aware of the pending application filed by Deer Creek, LLC to place a dock at its
property on the Lower Salmon River. I had occasions last year to see the dock in the
nver.

In my opinion, this dock is very appropriate for the area and beach. It was located at
one end of the beach so as not to interfere with the public usage of the beach. The dock is
of very sturdy constructions and is anchored to rocks above the high water mark of the
nver.

Since it is located in the dead water area by the property, I cannot see how it would in
any way interfere with the spawning of fish or impact the water quality in the river.
Because of its location, it does not interfere with any traffic on the river. As I observed
rafters and jet boats going up and down the river, there was no problem whatsoever with
the presence of the dock in the water.

I ask that you therefore approve the application for the dock filed by Deer Creek,
LLC.

'ch Rogers
Rogers Motors Inc.
2203 16th Avenue
Lewiston, Idaho 83501

Sales • Service • Parts • Collision Repair' Detail Center

16th Avenue & 21st Street POBox 1206 Lewiston, Idaho B3501 (208)743-5577 toiliree 800-769-5654 www.rogersmotors.com
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8ECEIVED

AUG' f 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

~II". Dal id IUIllill.!r.. Dil"c(IOI"
SI;IIC or Idallll Dcpl. or \\·alCI" Re'SlnII"Ce'S
.'~~ 1.~lst I I"Pl1t ~(I\.'l'l

1'.0. Ilo\ X;7~1I

Iloisc Id;i1lll X37~1I-IIIIl)X

DC;II"~II". IUIllill:

\:-- Dill' 0 r1he k·\\ pri \ ~1lL' I~lnd 0\\ Ih.:rs III Pllg tIh.' I~)\ \ l'r S~d 11H 111 Ri\ L'r lilld i.l ri \ L't' U Lilli IlL' r

I pl"oh;lhll spe'lld !l10I"e' d'il S pe'l" I (,II" "11 Ilwl scclioll 0[· tile' I"il e'l" 111,111 all' ,nlleT sillgk
PCI"SOIl. ~II hn'IIlL'I". Dal"cll. alld IllalL' '\lIIlCd Illc I,md 'HII" lodgc is 10C'lIe'd Oil SillCe'
]lJX1.i.lIld 11 .. 1\\,.' hilt!"1 dock permit l"01"'llllllllht..'l"of:L'llrs. It is 1..'\11'1..'1111..'1: 1'.. 11"1..' ttl SI.,:I...' :'Ill:

pllll'!' ri\ 1...'1' L1Sl'I'S UCCUP: till' hL'l.\ch sl'clioll ill frollt ol" till' proj1osL'd dock silL' hL'L',ILlSl' lhl'

hL'<.ICh is gCllL'l"all:-- sh.'Cp lind quilL' 11 ..11'1'0\\.

\\·c 11'11 e' 11ll ohjccli"lls 10 Ille' i"U;\I1Ce' or Illis pe'lmii. \\·e' Illld OUI" dock 10 he' I cn USe' I'u I
.. llld it contrihutes signiJici.lIltl: tll thL' s,ll'cl: ol'hoi.lrdillg P..hSL'llgCI'S lind Ci.lrgu. \\'\,., kllo\\

lhat duck j"k'nllits ~ll\.· hl.'ing is,,UL'd 1'01' propl..,rtics .. dong t1ll..' S[)~i1"l.' Ri\l.'r l.lht)\L' I klkr n~lr

'Illd "re' ill a ril cr Se'Cli<l1l Ih'll 11<1,11 cran h'lI e' 1<1 1"1" 11\. il·thcI 1''''' 11\ Ikcr Cre'ck. Il<llh
ri\l.'r sl.'ctiuns ..lrL' unc1;.ls:-.ilied.

\\ l.' l"l.'lllll\l.' (lUI" LltlCk herPI.·L' high \\ .. llLT ill tilL' spring ~1I1d dlllllll rl.'illSl ..i11 until 10\\ \\<.IlL-1".

gClleT,i111 illlhc e"lril 1,111 'Illd 'l"UI11C Ih"[II<luld he' the' C'lSe' I,'rlhc Dccr Crcck d<lck. III
b"lll C;ISC, [he' prill1<1r\ usc "l'lllc d<lc" is durillg ,lcL'lhe';,,1 Se'aS<\I1 I'r"l11 ()c[,)bcrlhru
I l.'hrU<'Il"} \\ hL'1l k\\ olher pl.'ople .Ire using this ri\ er sl.·ctioll.

\\ e' h'lIc I'Hllld \Ir. SC<llll,' he';1 Icrl g<l",llle'ighh<lr. .\S 1;1\1"lIcrs illihe' Sl<1tc "I' Id"h<l
~lI1d ill '\L'/ Pl.'l"Cl.' COUlll} \\L' <'lppl"cciatL' the hugL' cUlllrihulitHl lhe SCUll 1~ll1lil} h"h l11;1dL'

I,) Ihe' sL'l1(l<l1 SI SlL'I11S ill ItI;lI1(l ;lIld h'\l1 Ihl'l h'lI e' c~I"llltlcd thc PI\\PCrll 1<1\ b"sc I,'r f\e'/
1\:-l"Cl.' COli Ill} \\ ith little lise or impact 011 the ri\ el".

D'ircil Iklll!
l{u,l\ Ile'lli/
111tCl"1ll011Jll<.lill I \CurSltlllS

Ikili/ Ril eT I \pl<lr'lIi<l1l



JOINT APPLICATION FOR PERMIT
U.5. ARMY CORPS or (HGtNEE~S

AHD
STATE OF lDI\IIO. OEPARlMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

STATE OF IDAHO. DEPARTMENT OF LANDS

Au~ 11 08 OS:23a Rust::; Bentz 208 743-0336 R E .~, VE D

AUG 122008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

The DepHtment of the An'Ay permit program is authorized by Section to of the. River and Harbor Act of 18~9 and Section 404
or the Clean Witer Act. These laws require permfts a.J'thorizlng structures and work in or affecting navtgable waters of
the United States ~l'1d the dlschal'"ge of dredged or fill material into waters of thE' United States, illclud1ng their adjacent
wetlands. State permits are required under the State of Idaho, Stream Channel Protection A~t (T~tle 42, Chapter ~a. {daMa
Code} and the Jdaho Lake Protection Act. Section 58-14Z eL seq, Idaho Code. This applicatl0n will meet the requlrements
of the above agencies.

The applicant "as sent copies of this application to the agencies checked: ID Dept. Water Res. - Boise 12] .
(ouer d'Alene D ; 10 Dept. Lands 0 . Corps of Engineers - WaHa Walla 0

A PlEJ\SE TYPE OR ·PRINT A• --'==....:..:.:..:....::::....=.::..:... G

, I '~ 1. Corps of Englneers " .2. State of Idaho ,________________ ?
Date Received Date Received __

~---=:.:-.:=~=~==================jL--=:.:-..:::::::..====================~[ [

Area-----------'.","..:;------
PHONE . Work--,-(_-'1 ""'0,,0,,0--"(_-'1 _

~AILING ADDRESSMAILING AODRESS

PIWNE Work. ->---'-----,-----"''''''--'''''''='-....!.......''-'='''''l
Date of Applicat10n -:':;O:L."U"-!--'-"'-' i

J. NAME OF APPLlCANT_.ll.l.L.2..!4,.--,~:=...!:::'-'...:::=- 14. AUTHORIZED AGENT _

5. Location where proposed activity exists or will occur. I I
Name of waterway ~o..\W\.o=n );,......uex: Tr'ibutary of SNo...'KQ... ~"'Je£ trll.lt 'r

~~~~~"'~~;,~~__----__-----------cAssessor's Oesc. (Tax Number or Subdivision.
In or near city or town

State Zip Code
3'1 Iti

To.,.nship

40 ILength of project along the stream or extension fnto lake or reservoir:

e."

Oescl"'ibe the proposed act1vity. including description of the type of structures. if any. to be erected on nlls. or
pile or float-supported platforms. If additional space is needed. use a separate sheet or Sf.C~iO~ 11S (Remarks).

Describe detail: ~ l~ ~ t'""\..~ .f 0-.......

1.

6.

Stream grad len t:

Will material be placed waterward of ordfnary high water mark? __---'00~QL _

location:

(t.e. sand. etc.) Material Source:

Disposal Si\E'

J\)g..ll..d~_dMethod of dfverting flow. If needed:

Method of controlling turbidity:

will material be placed in adjacent .etlands1

Type of ffll matertal: JJCItJli! Y'-91hJ: r Q,d
(j

Volume of m~terial to be placed (cubic yards)

Wfll exeavation be required? fUO



Rue; 11 08 OS:24a Rust~ Bentz 208 743-0336 1".4

If any portton of the activity 1s complete indicate month and year of completion
lnd1cate the existing work on the drawings.

Proposed Starting Date _~C...!==-..L.!..-L:l~ _9.

10.

7. Preparation of drawings. One set of {lriginal or good quality reproducible drawings must be attached to th.is appli
tion. HOTE: DRAWINGS NO LARGER THAN a~ X 11 INCHES HI SIZE. See the instruction pamphlet for instructions and ~

checklist for completing th~ drawings.

8. Purpose and intended use:

commerc1al1·~ __

Desc:r t be _tl...-'-'-""'~""-f-'Wl","--l.~....1L.D.~'-"""-"'-!L.1..l__~"'-;f.!.«:..--t~:!:..-!~g,,:..>l.-'-''''',,,"9<».!~!>l.5L..l'-l>~~L!l!Sl,.--..fll>.S~'''''''!:>:>~~'''

11. property owners, lessees, etc;_. whose property also adjoins th

\\,\JJ~li ,!ll",,~fur""~sl :t-.t",b"

12. LEGAl OWNER
IF omER THAN
APPLI CANT

Area
Home ( )

City. State.___~=~ .Zip Code
Area

Work ( )

MAILING ADDRESS

PHONE

13. List other applications. approvals Dr certificatiDns from other Federal, interstate. state, Dr 10c.)1 agencies for
structures. r.anstructlons. discharges. dep~sits. ~r other activities described in this application.

Issuing Agency Type Approval ldentificati~n No. Date of Application Date of Approval

14. Has any agency dented approval fa~ the actIvity described herein or for any activity directly.related to the activ
described herein' 0 YES ~ NO . (If "Yes" explain)

15. Remar);s or additional jnformation:

16. Application 1.. hereby made far a pennit or permits to autnorhe the at:tiv'!ties described herein.' r certify that J a
familiar w1th the information contained in this application. and that to the best of my knowledge and belief such
information is true,-complete. and accurate. T further certify that T pDssess the authortty to undertake the propos
activitiesa J hereby grant to the agencies tn "hi~h this application is mad~. the right to come upon the above
described location to inspect the proposed or completed work~

The application must be signed by tne applicant. If an authorized agent is to be designated. Item 4 and the fol1owi
information should be completed.

I hereby designate to act as my agent in matters related to this permit
application. I undersund that If a Federal permit 15 lSsued. T must sign. the penni~.

Date Signature of Authorized Ageny (if applicable) Signature of Applicant (if applicable)

18 U.S.Ca Section 1001 provides that: Whoever. in any manner within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of
the United States knowingly falsifies, cam;eals.. or covers up by any trick. scheme. or device a material fact or llIaKI
any false. fictitious, c- fr~udulent statements or repre5ent~tions or m~kes or uses any false writing or document
knowing same to contain 'ny false. fictitious. or fraudulent statell1ent or entry •. shall be fined not more than $10.00 1

Dr imprisoned not more t~an five years. or bath. Do not send a permit processing fee with this applicatfona The
appropriate fee w"l bE! assessed when a permit. is issued.

00 NOT SEND PROCESSING FEE WITH APPLICATION

- '-.lIP\! Form 304
May 87 (Rev)

IDI:R Form 3804-
•• ~ • _ n"7 , 1") .....
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REPLY TO
AlTl."NTION Of:

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
WALLA WALLA DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS

201 NORTH THIRD AVENUE
WALLA WALLA, WASHINGTON 99362-1876

January ~9, ~999

Operations Division

SUBJECT: NWW No. 990500060

Mr. Rusty Bentz
l309 Powers Avenue
Lewiston, Idaho B350~

Dear Mr. Bentz

This conCerns your application for a Department of the Army
permit to construct a boat mooring structure in the Salmon River.

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. l344) requires
a Department of the Army permit be issued for the discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the United States,
including wetlands. This includes excavation activities which
result in the discharge of dredged material and destroy or
degrade waters of the United States.

Based on the information provided in your application, the
project does not involve the discharge of dredged or fill
material below the ordinary high water mark of Salmon River.
Therefore, a Department of the Army permit is not required. If
you intend to change your plans as described in your application,
referenced above, and the change includes the discharge of
dredged or fill material in waters of the United States,
including wetlands, a permit will be required and you must
contact us before you start your work.

This determination applies only to Department of the Army
permits administered by the Corps of Engineers. Your project may
also require permits from other Federal, state, and local
agencies. A permit may be required from the Idaho Department of
Water Resources for your project. You should contact them to
obtain any necessary permits prior to the start of construction.

A local floodplain management ordinance may have been adopted
by your local city or county zoning office under the National
Flood Insurance Program. You should contact them regarding any
approvals or permits they may require for your project.
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BlnvW.Dow
P.O. Box 1692

191 Potier Lane
McCall, [d. 83638

USA
Phone: 208.634.4355
Fax: 208.634.7609
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Idaho Department of Water Resources
Idaho Waler Center
322 E. Front St _ /'
Boise, Idaho '\j!l"

Recelveo
AOO 13'2008
~~~RCES
"~'''MN l'I!!&fON

Dear Direclor please make this statement a part of the public comment regarding Joint
Application for Pennits No. S79-2OO16.

I ask that the department deny this application. I have been a commercial river guide for
thirty-three years in ldaho. I have enjoyed and shared the scenic beauty of the Lower Salmon
River even as things changed: structures were built, an illegal road was constructed to the river
shore and vast numbers ofpeople began using the recreational resource open to entry without
pennit to all comers.

The possible construction ofa private dock on the Salmon is unprecedented. What would
be the outcome ifthis permit were granted and suddenly many other private owners wanted their
own docks? We could see a proliferation of these structures and a consequent degrading of
sceDic value for all users for all time. I suggest that someone from your agency should go and
view the results ofmultiple docks on the Snake River above Heller Bar. It is not a particularly
pleasing sight This is about a conveDience for the owner that is unnecessary as his property
adjoins one of the largest beaches on the river. He can park his boat as others do on the sand.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully, Barry Dow.

W~

/



_Jr • .4.J
_~.,_b., J'I J.J.JJ

RECEIVED

August 12, 2008 AOO t 3 2008
Yo'ATEIt RESOURCES
WE8TERN I'lEGION

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

To Whom It May Concern:~

Subject: Toint Application for Permit #S79-20016

I hope you recognize the timing of the August 14 hearing on Permit #S79-20016
severely limits participation by those individuals who spend their summers working or
otherwise participating in the non-motorized boating community. This is the peak
season for commercial river trips and so lack of physical presence should in no way be
construed as lack of concern about this permit application.

Placement of a permanent dock on the lower Salmon River at the beach near Deer
Creek, on property owned by the State of Idaho, in the simplest terms is totally
inappropriate and unnecessary. The relatively predictable and stable flows of an
undammed river negate any need for such a structure. It would, rather, be an implied
statement of ownership over a section of beach that is in the public domain and not
under the purview of a person with the wherewithal to construct an obscene blight on
the scenic value of the river canyon.

Maintaining the integrity of this river jewel serves the interest of a greater segment of
the population - both the local business communities and the population who
appreciate the currently relatively unfettered access the Lower Salmon River offers.

I continue to strongly urge your agency to reject Permit #S79-20016. Your consideration
of my request is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Juanette Cremin



August 8. ~008

Mr. David Tuthill Jr.. Dir~ctor

"State of Idaho Dept. of Water Resourc~s

3~~ East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise Idaho 83720-0098

C)
RECEIVED

AUG 1 f 2008
OEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

R~: Stream Channel Alt~rati()n Applic'ltion fiJI' permit No. S79-~00 16. Deer Creek. LLC

Dear Mr. Tuthill~

AS one of the few private land OI\"!lers along the lower Salmon River and a "iver outtitter
I probably spend more days per year on that section of the ril"er than any other single
person. M.y brother. l3arell. and I hal"e t1\\"!led th~ land our lodge is located on since
198 J. and have had a dock permit tor a number of years. It is extremely rare to see any
other river users occupy the beach section in front of the proposed dock site because the
beach is generally steep and quite narrow.

We ha"e no ol~iectiolls to the issuance of this permit. We find our dock to be very usethl
and it contributes significantly to the satety of boarding passengers and cargo. We know
that dock permits are being issued for properties along the Snake River above Heller Bar
and are in a ril'el' section that !loat craft have to pass by. ifihey pass by Deer C,·eek. Both
river sections are unclassified.

We remove our dock befi.)l'e high water in the spring and do not reinstall until low water.
generally in the early fall and assume that would be the case tor the Deer Creek dock. In
both cases the primary use of the dock is during steel head season f"om October thm
February when tew other people are using this rivel' section.

We have found Mr. Scott to be a v~ry good neighbor. As taxpayers in the State of Id'lho
and in Nez Perce County we appreciute the huge contribution the Scott tamily has made
to the school systems in Idaho and how they have e:-qianded the property tax base for Nez
Perce County with Iittle use or impact on the river.

Respectti.illy yours.

Darell Bentz
Rusty Bentz
Intermountain Excursions
Bentz Ri,"ei' Exploration



Page 1 of 1

Golart, Aaron

From: John Karpenko Ukarpenko@ruenyeager.com]

Sent: Monday, August 11 ,20084:45 PM

To: Golart, Aaron

Subject: Comments on the maller of Permit App No. S79-20016

Attachments: Joe_Scoll_Dock_Application_Comments JJK.doc

Dear Mr. Golart, ')711'\

REceIVED

AUG I22008
WATERRESOlJAces
WES1EftN "eatON

I had previously sent (April 9, 2008, letter attached to this email again) my comments on an application for a
dock (floating or fixed) on the Lower Salmon River by Deer Creek LLC. My thoughts and opinions on this matter
have not changed much since that letter was sent except, I recently floated the permit section of the Main
Salmon River which provided me with a refreshed perspective.
This refreshed perspective is that with the exception of public launching facilities; docks whether they be fixed,
floating, tethered, or cable stayed are not appropriate along the Lower Salmon River. Please enter my re
iterated comments into the Hearing documents record. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this
matter.
Sincerely

John J. Karpenko P.E.
Senior Project Engineer

Ruen-Yeager & Associates, Inc.
3201 North Huetter Road, Suite 102
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814
208 292 0820 office
2086595640 cell
jkarpenko@ruenyeager.com

8/1212008



April 9, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE:

RECEIVED

AUG .122008
WATEflel,SQUflCESWIll t..-oN-

Comments on Joint Application for Permit #579-20016
Dock Application Near Deer Creek, Lower Salmon River, Idaho

Please find below, my comments regarding an application for a private dock on the
Lower Salmon River in the Deer Creek area. I want to go on record as against this
proposed dock installation. The presence of the dock in this stretch and most stretches
of the Lower Salmon River will give the public the illusion that private property rights
extend along the large public beach here and all along the "Lower".

It seems that the time proven standard practice of tying up to the beach works well for
the thousands of users each year and through the past hundred years, I do not see
where an adjacent private property owner is placed in any hardship by not following this
practice.

The public lands are always under attack especially where private property in holding
owners can force a wedge down to into a priceless public property gem. I believe this is
an unnecessary infringement on the public.

It is my understanding that the people of the State of Idaho through our State agencies
have spent many millions of dollars consolidating, acquiring property, and easements to
maintain and preserve public access to the Lower River and provide better quality
wildlife habitat. Issuance of a dock permit here seems to be contrary to many of the best
efforts, in my opinion, of the State to help safeguard this resource

It seems with the recent seasons of intense fires, the Lower Salmon has seen an
increase in use, with this increased use removal and buyouts of private property would
be more acceptable than installation of a very intrusive feature for use by a very narrow
segment of the population, this would be a precedent setting intrusion.

I implore you to deny this application. I can find no just reason to permit a dock here.

I personally believe the public would shy away from using this area, even more than they
do now, and would ultimately result in privatizing this large section of public beach.
There is no value to the general public, only another point of galvanizing public opinion
against private property owners. A friend reported to me that last summer they were
shooed away when they beached their raft on this section by the "owners" who indicated
to them they owned this beach. While I do not advocate hostility and most river people
shy away from conflict, this really indicates to me that the presence of a dock would
instill a feeling of ownership of the beach by the dock permitees and would preclude use
of the beach by the real owners, the public.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this application.
Sincerely,

John J. Karpenko
11457 N. Summit Loop
Hauser, Idaho 8354
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July 31, 2008

Mr. David R. Tuthill Jr., Director
State ofIdaho Dept. of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RECEIVED

AUG 05 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

Re: Stream Channel Alteration Application for Pennit No. S79·200l6 in the name of
Deer Creek, LLC

Dear Mr. Tuthill:1/~

My name is Jim Percy and I have been running the Lower Salmon River for many years,
primarily in the spring, early summer and fall. This section of the Salmon River is one of

. my favorite whitewater rivers.

I support the issuance ofa permit to Deer Creek, LLC for a small removable dock. The
dock will in no way impact me. It is totally a non-issue. From this section ofthe river,
you can see homes, cattle ranches and roads. What possible harm to anyone will there be
from seeing a small dock? After all, one sees j et boats and rafts tied up to the shoreline
and down the river.

I urge you to please grant the pennit.

tp:;A v

Jim Percy ~
1250 Stegennan Ct.
Meridian, ill 83642
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) f:lECEIVED

AUG 012008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

July 28,2008

Mr. David R. Tuthill Jr., Director
State of Idaho Dept. of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

Re: Stream Channel Alteration Application for Permit No. 579-20016 in the name of Deer
Creek,LLC

Dear Mr. Tuthill: 1)¥

My name is Don Vogel and I also own land on the Lower Section of the Salmon River. My
jetboat outfitting business, Vogel Outdoor Adventures, is based there, thus I routinely
travel on the Lower Salmon through much of the year.

I have no objections to issuance of this permit. I see no more visual intrusion from a
temporary dock, such as is proposed, than a group of rafts or jetboat tied to the bank. The
Salmon River is a navigable waterway, in essence a public highway, which has been used for
commerce and public access for over a century. It is a primary access to privately owned
lands along the river, such as that associated with this permit application.

While land can be accessed by boat without docks, this has some serious limitations. It is
difficult to load and unload passengers with disabilities or infirmities over the bow of a
boat; dock facilitates that access. It is also difficult to load and unload some of the items
needed for use and maintenance of a residence through the windshield and over the nose of
a boat. A dock makes the transfer simpler. A dock also provides protection of moored
craft from the effects of sudden changes in water levels.

I fai I to see how having a dock anchored to a beach would displace other boaters any more
than a boat parked there. This is especially true where private structures are located on
the adjacent land that overlooks the beach. While the public is free to stay there, most
want to be out of sight and sound of other parties and will locate elsewhere.

This facility poses no threat to fish or water quality. This river is not designated as Wild
or Scenic and need not be managed as such. Even if it were designated, there are docks on
wild and scenic rivers that have not been issues. I recommend that you issue this permit.

srere'Y'It:t:

~el
Vogel Outdoo Adventures, LLC
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Friday, July 25,2008

Mr. David R. Tuthill Jr., Director
State ofIdaho Dept. of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RECEIVED

JUL 282008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

Re: Stream Channel Alteration Application for Permit No. S79-20016 in the name of Deer
Creek, LLC

Dear Mr. Tuthill:~

I have had the opportunity to raft the Salmon River 4 times, so far, and see no ill effectives of
allowing a removable dock for Deer Creek LLC. If anything the dock would increase safety for
loading or unloading of a powerboat, raft, or drift boat. This is a multiple use area and should be
managed for multiple use.... including a dock.

There is no logical, or environment reason to deny the permit. Please grant Permit No. S79
20016.

Regards,

~9hrcL
Jim Mciver
3527 20th St
Lewiston Id 83501



) )

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 30th day of July, 2008, I mailed a true and correct copy,
postage prepaid, of the foregoing NOTICE OF HEARING to the person(s) listed below:

~ni<)o~
Denise Buffmgton
Administrative Assistant

Notice ofHearing

Curtis Chang
Oars-Dories Inc
1127 Airway Ave
Lewiston ID 8350 I
curt@oars.com

Joe Kimbro
7625 SW Wilson Ave
Beaverton OR 97008
bigjoekimbro@yahoo.com

Kate Wollney
1177W13th

Eugene OR 97402
katewollney@hotmail.com

Ari D Kotler
PO Box 1101
Driggs ID 83422

Bill Bruchak
PO Box 187
Mesa CO 81643

Sam Mace
PO Box 67
Spokane WA 99210
millicoma@mindspring.com

Michael Garrity
608 N Sheridan
Tacoma WA 98403
mdgarrity@gmail.com

Darin Goble
4550 NE 30th Ave
Portland OR 97211
darin.goble@welocalize.com

Gary Lane
Wapiti River Guides
PO Box 1125
Riggins ID 83549

Dan Hawley
PO Box 49
Ketchum ID 83340
sweepboater@cox.net

John A.K. Barker
2124 Grelle Ave
Lewiston ID 83501
jbarker@clearwire.net

I



Ron & Mimsi Wise
3321 16th St
Lewiston ID 83501
wiser@clearwire.net

Amy Kober
6037 44th Ave SW
Seattle WA 98136
amykober(a),gmail.com

Andy Munter
POBox4
Ketchwn ID 83340
andymunter@cox.net

Scott Forssell
1275 E Burnham Ave
Hayden ID 83835

John J Karpenko
11457 N Summit Loop
Hauser ID 83854

Juanette Cremin
805 NAve
La Grande OR 97850

Amy Leppo
326 Gregory Dr
Golden CO 80403
amyleppo@hotmail.com

Natty Role
322 6th Ave
Clark Fork ID 83811
nattyrolelalhotmail.com

Barry Whitehill
2310 Larissa Dr
Fairbanks AK 99712
wapiti@mosguitonet.com

Barry Dow
191 Potter Ln
Mc Call ID 83638
bdow@ctcweb.net

)

Steve Cuddy
1076 Cee Way Loop
Mc Call ID 83638
cud1105@aol.com

Steven R Evans
26340 White Rd
Lapwai ID 83540
cevans2@lewiston.com

Penelope Geisler
22175 S Cave Bay Rd
Worley ID 83876
pageisler@yahoo.com

Mike Wassmuth
5037 E Shoreline Dr
Post Falls ID 83854
michael wassmuth@agilent.com

Michael A Beckwith
8754 Schweitzer Mt Rd, #15
Sandpoint ID 83864
michaelbckwth(a).yahoo.com

Gary Worthington
8109 W Powell St
Boise ID 83714
worthingtonjanet@yahoo.com

Robert Minter
PO Box 505
Cascade ID 83611

Eric Geisler
21775 S Cave Bay Rd
Worley ID 83876
ericsgeisler(a),yahoo.com

Peter Grubb & Betsy Bowen
ROW Inc
PO Box 579
Coeur d' Alene ID 83816
pierre0841@yahoo.com

2



Emilie Lewis
1158 E 700 S
Salt Lake City UT 84102
emilie.e.lewisCal,gmail.com

Karl Geisler
4255 Wedekind Rd, 1225
Sparks NY 89431
karlrgeisler@yahoo.com

Robert Wrigley
1068 Tolo Trail
Moscow ID 83843
robertwrigley@gmail.com

Robert Coker Johnson
904 Warner Ave
Lewiston ID 83501
rciohnson@lewiston.com

Dean & Linda Bennett
125 S Laurel St
Post Falls ID 83854
dean bennett@nic.ede

John W Fisher
25216 Arrow Highline Rd
Juliaetta ID 83535
jwfisherCal,starband.net

Karen E Lillebo
1629 NW Fresno Ave
Bend OR 97701
lilleboCal,bendres.com

Morag Prosser
ROW Adventures
PO Box 579
Coeur d' Alene ID 83816
l1lorag@rowadventures.com

John E Hutchins
3710 W Little Rock St
Spokane WA 99224
hutch@psetrucking.col1l

Koni Konigsberg
ROW Adventures
PO Box 579
Coeurd' AleneID 83816
koniCal,rowadventures.com

Lu Verne D Grussing
23860 Hewett Rd
Juliaetta ID 83535

Doug Dennis
454 Seven Devils Rd
Riggins ID 83549

3



Notice ofHearing - sent via e-mail

Jerry Myers
Indian Creek Guest Ranch
infolal,indiancreekguestranch.com

Nick Grimes
nicholassgrimes@gmail.com

Rob Masonis
rmasonis@msn.com

Lom Hutchins
Produce Supply Express Inc
lomlal,psetrucking.com

Toby Mc Mullen
aquabox @hotmail.com

Anne McKee
Mc Kee Real Estate
Annelal,McKeeRealEstate.info

Jared Forsythe
jared@wyellowstone.com

Jessica Helsley &/or Greg Felten
ROW Adventures & Salmon River Experience
jesshelsleylal,gmail.com

Bill Platts
bplatts@ecosystemsciences.com

Abraham Role
bramrole@hotmail.com

Joel Huettig
joelhuettig@hotmail.com

Bob Burns
bburns83638@yahoo.com

Scott Bortz
scott.bortz@coldwellbanker.com

Josi Williams
josirosebw@hotmail.com

Brigitte Derel
ttigerlilylal,hotmail.com

Jessica Evanswall
jessica.evanswall@duke.edu

Richard K Bailey
icilybearlal,eoni.com

Bob House
biohouse@cableone.net

4
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

IN THE MATTER OF STREAM CHANNEL)
ALTERATION JOlNT APPLICATION FOR)
PERMITS NO. S79-20016 IN THE NAME )
OF DEER CREEK, LLC )

)

HEARING NOTICE

On March 21, 2008, Deer Creek LLC submitted Stream Channel Alteration Joint Application for
Permits No. S79-20016 to the Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR). The applicant
proposes the installation of a floating boat dock on the Salmon River located in the North 1/2 of
Section 27, Township 31 N, Range 03W, 8M.

Parties are hereby notified a Hearing has been scheduled by IDWR to solicit
comments regarding Joint Application for Permits No. S79-20016.

TIME AND DATE OF HEARING: 9:30 AM, Thursday, August 14, 2008

LOCATION: Idaho Department of Water Resources, Idaho Water Center, 322 E Front
Street, Boise Idaho. (parking is available in parking garages off Front St.)

HEARING OFFICER: Director David R TuthiU

CONDUCT OF HEARING: The hearing will be conducted in accordance with provisions of
Idaho Code (Ie) Title 67, Chapter 52; IC Title 42, Chapter 38; Administrative Rules of Procedure
IDAPA 37, Title 01, Chapter 01; Stream Channel Alteration Rules IDAPA 37, Title 03, Chapter
07.

Speakers will be requested to limit their oral comments/presentations to no more than 10 minutes.
Additional time may be granted at the discretion of the hearing officer. Cross-examination of
speakers will not be permitted, and speakers will not be permitted to yield their presentation time
to other speakers and/or participants. Additional written comments may be submitted by speakers
for the record.

The hearing will be conducted in a facility that satisfies the accessibility requirements
of the Americans with Disabilities Act. Ifyou require special accommodations in order to attend,
or participate in the hearing, please advise IDWR at least ten (10) days prior to the conference.

f-t..
Dated this /9 day of July, 2008

J Westra, Manager Western Region.
I

NOTICE OF HEARING
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certifY that on this /8 t!J day of~~ , 2008, I mailed a true and correct
copy, certified, postage prepaid, of the fore oing OTICE OF HEARING to the person(s)
listed below: .....

~A1La~ ~0--:>
Denise Buffington

Notice ofHearing

Thorn Hawkins, Area Manager
Idaho Department of Lands
PO Box 68
Craigmont, ID 83523

Dennis Moyer, Vice President
Alscott Inc.
501 Baybrook Court
Boise, ID 83706-3963

Terry Copple, Attorney
Davison, Copple, Copple & Cox, LLP
199 N Capitol Boulevard #600
PO Box 1583
Boise, ID 83701

Stephanie Connolly, Field Manager
Bureau of Land Management
1 Butte DR
Cottonwood, ID 83522

David Tuthill, Director
Idaho Dept. of Water Resources
322 E Front ST
Boise, ID 83720

NOTICE OF HEARING

Duane Mitchell
Corps of Engineers
Walla Walla District
201 North 3'" AVE
Walla Walla, WA 99362-1876

Kevin Lewis, Conservation Director
Idaho Rivers United
PO Box 633
Boise, ID 83701

Daniel Stewart
Idaho Dept. of Environmental Quality
300 W Main
Grangeville, ID 83530

Ray Hennekee
Idaho Dept. of Fish & Game

3316 16th ST
Lewiston, ID 83501

Carol Furey-Werhan
Lewis County Planning & Zoning
510 Oak ST, Room #7
Nezperce, ID 83543

2



Galloway, Chuck

From: Tuthill, Dave ;:p(ti'"
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2008 8:30 AM

To: Spackman, Gary; Galloway, Chuck

Subject: FW: S79-20016

-----Original Message-----
From: Kevin Lewis [mailto:kevin@idahorivers.orgj
sent: Wednesday, July 02,2008 11:00 AM
To: Golart, Aaron
Cc: 'Bill Sedivy'; 'LuVerne Grussing'; 'Laird Lucas'; Tuthill, Dave; 'Pierre Herman'
Subject: RE: 579-20016

Page 1 of 1

Aaron,
I've had several calls in reference to the application to install a dock on the lower Salmon River and rumor has it
that IDWR intends to issue the permit. As you are well aware, there have been numerous comments in
opposition to the issuance ofthis permit - including comments from the Bureau of Land Management and Idaho
Rivers United (IRU) asking that this application be denied.

To be perfectly clear, IRU strongly opposes the issuance ofthis permit. Additionally, the BLM has also requested
this permit be denied, as the proposed project conflicts with management objectives for the Lower Salmon
River. Therefore, should IDWR decide to issue this permit, IRU will likely petition for a hearing and a motion to
stay the permit.

-Kevin

If you love a river...

Kevin Lewis
Conservation Director
Idaho Rivers United
www.idahorivers.org

Office (208) 343-7481
Fax (208) 343-9376
Cell (208) 830-4870

7/3/2008
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State of Iuaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Western Region, 2735 Airport Way' Boise, Idaho 83705-5082
Phone: (208) 334-2190' Fax: (208) 334-2348' Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov

C. L. "BUTCH" OTTER
Governor

DAVID R. TUTHILL, JR.
Director

May 19,2008

Mr. Dennis Moyer
Deer Creek, LLC
50 I Baybrook Court
Boise ID 83706

RE: Joint Application for Stream Channel Alteration Permit no. S79-20016
Removable boat dock in the Salmon River

Dear Mr. Moyer:

Thank you for your letter providing comments and concerns dated May 12,2008.
Your input is appreciated and will be considered. Idaho Department of Water Resources
will consider all comments together with information submitted in the application and input
fi·om other state agencies and render a decision based upon Idaho Code Section 42-3805.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at (208) 334-2190.

Aaron Golart
Stream Channel Protection Specialist
Stream Channel Protection Program
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ALSCOfT

May 12,2008

501 Baybrook Courl
Boise, Idaho 83706-3963
P.O. Box 70001 • Boise, Idaho 83707-0101

RECEIVE D
TELEPHONE: (208) 424-3840

MAY 15 2008
WATER RESOURCE~AX: (208) 424-3850
WESTERN REGION

Mr. Aaron Golari
Stream Channel Protection Specialist
Stream Channel Protection Program
Department of Water Resources, Western Region
PO Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

RE: Approved Application Removable Boat Dock in Salmon River

Dear Mr. Golart:

I have received your letter dated May I, 2008 which retracts and amends your previous
letter sent dated April 16,2008. During our subsequent telephone conversation, it was
suggested that we respond and set forth the reasons why we believe we are entitled to our
dock,

First, I would like to restate the basic point that this project for a floating, removable dock
was properly reviewed and approved by all relevant governmental agencies. The
instructions and guidelines dictated by the Idaho Department of Water Resources and
Idaho State Department of Lands were followed exactly, All agencies contacted, as
required by the IDWR were given the opportunity to carefully review the detailed
information describing the aspects of the project. This included the Bureau of Land
Management at the Cottonwood Office. Each of those authorized agencies gave their
official approval to the oroject in 2007.

We then expended time, effort, and money as we relied on those approvals in good faith.
The materials were purchased, transported, assembled, and installed, At the end of the
season, the dock was removed and stored in anticipation of the winter season and spring
high water run off. All this was carried out as planned in the letter and project
description reviewed and approved by these governmental agencies,

In your most recent letter, you emphasized that IDWR has the direct authority as to
whether the project would be permitted on the river. You also state that State Lands has
authority over the riverbed and banks. This 'is completely consistent with what I was told
in 2007 and is also why we relied on IDWR review and approval at that time,



()

, ,Mr. Aaron Golart
Idalio Department of Water Resources
May 12, 2008. ,,'

'Page 2

'In:2007,Iwasinitiallyprepar~d t~ submittli~ 404 Fonnas an appliCationfor the dock"
apprbval:However, inseparateconversations withMr. Chris Welker andErv Ballou, "
officials authorized torepresent IDWR,as well as, Mr:Scott C()rkill, and Thorn Hawkins.
,of the Idaho Department ofState Lands I was told repeatedly not to submitthe 404 Foim ' ,
becausethat is no longer required by the State for rivers. There was aclear~d .
consistent ,con§ensus from all these state officials that a 404 Fonn application was not
needed. A letter, along with drawings anddimensipnsofthe dock, maps, photographs,
etC,would be all that was required to obtain approval ofthe dock. '

, ", ' . " .

Followingthose sp~cific instructions,lreceived approval for the project from Mr. Thorn
Hawkins,AfeaS~pervisor, CraigMountain Are'abfthe Idaho Department of Lands on

, April 9,.2007 and fromMr. ErvBallou, Coordinator Stream Protection Program:, ,
Resource Protection Bureauof theIdaho Department of Water Resources on April 23;
.2007.Mr: KurtPaviat" Field Manager of the Cottonwood, office of theUSBureau of ' .
,Land Management in Cottonwood stated on M~rch 21,,2007, that their office had rio'
objection after reviewing the dock materials.

.' Then earlier this year" Twas infonned thatState Lands had requested that the 404 Fonn
, ',be submitted "so that theycoliid completetheirtiles"andthatsubn1ittingthe fonnwasa
. jllsta formalitv, however, it noW appears obvious that other motives actually werein,
p.!.!!y. In fact, as soon as I complied andsubil1ittedthe 404 Form, it waScirculatedto
specific groups that would have a differing opinion and they' were then encouraged to
send letters of objection under an organized foim letter and email campaign. '.

I~terestingly, the "404 FOlTIl Application" \Vas circulated only to those who mightoppose,
the dock project but not circulated to those who mightsupport or not object to the project.'

,The Corps ofEngi~eershasprovideda letter that states that they see~o adverse intrusion' '
or impact on the stream flow, riverbed or banks. Lewis County has stated that they too'
do not object to the dock.. ' , "

The only objectionswer~from those whowere part ofthe negative letter writing
campaign. Their coinments offeredemotional responses ,and subjective opinions, but
were not factual and not entirelyrelevant to the situation.' ,

,There 'Was misinformation circulated about the dock that itwa~a pennanent structure; ,
however actually it is a floating, removable dock, as dire~ted by the design standards of'
theIDWR. ' , . '
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There was misinforrriationthat the dock is located in sucha way that it someho~'
interferes with the main current channel of the rIver. In reality, it is located in back water

, just off a sandbar ani:! i:!oes not alter or interfere with the streamflow.

'. The dock is located away from the mainstream channel and well out of the current. '
There is no interferencewith floaters, rafts orjet boat traffic up and down the river. The,

,dockwas in the riyer lastyear with no problems for anyOne.

, Next; ,nearly all the negative respondents ,were misiilformed about the classification of "
this stretch of the Salmon River where this dock is located. It is not designated as a Wild,
Scenic or Recreation River nor IS it in wilderness as other areas. of the Salmonor Snake
River are.

. .',. .' . '" '. . '

The. floating dock has no more impact on the river (especiailYln its slack water location) ,
or,the sand bar than any raft ofjetboatmoored albngthe.shoreline as routinely occurs in
this area.

. . '.. . ,-

Acting on good fa,ith and inreliance upon instructions from IDWR,the owner proceeded
withtheinstallationofthe dock in 2007: ItwaS maintained as promised and removed at
the end of the season as intended and authorized. The dock has a grandfathered approyal
to be placed there. It will be reinstalled in 2008 and in the future under the same,
guidelines and approva1grantedto us in2007.

.'Also I do want to note that another dock has been on the riverwhich was approved
,previously by these agencies without any problems or issues whatsoever.

Deer'Creek LLC contacted the State Agencies and compliei:! With their instructions and
advice properly ingaining the approval to install the dock. 'Therecent decision to reopen
, the application processseemSfo have originated from pressure from certain individuals
, within the agenpy and within the negative special interest group who'don't happen to

agree with the 2007 decision by the authorized State officials who reviewedthatrequest. '

It is not appropriate nor is itacceptahle to force there-operiing of this matter at ,theIr
personal w~im. ' ' ,

In summary, wehave relied upon the applicable state agencies' instructions in obtaining
the prior approval of our dock. We received specific approval for its constru,ction and
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'thereaft~r expendedsubsta~tial sums to have the very specific and compliant-type of'
dock prepared to put in the riveLThedockwasput intotheriverlastyearandwa~used
without any problems, issues, or complaints. Now; after havii-lg expended alIofthese' .
funds in reliance upon the instructions from.the IDWR and having obtained all, ofthe
•appropriate approvals, it simply is not appropriate or legal that an effort be made totry
and takeaway our perni.it. Because of themannerin which this'is being handled, we •
asked our. attorneys to-analyze this issue and,as you can see fromthe e~closedletter, it is
illegal under Idaho lawto try and revoke the permission pen:nit.. .

. Based upon these facts, we strongly urg~ yOuto reaffirm the permit previously gr~nted to
us. We will assume unless ~eare otherwise advised that the iriformationwe have' .

.' providedto you in this letter is sufficient for your purposes, Ifyo~ would caret() have a
meeting to discuss these facts Or calline, please feel fre('l to do so. . .' ' .

.Sincerely,
'£VJ / ......-:..-WVv~ .. · ....· ..

Enclosure

,- .'
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MAY 15 20U8
WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION

Davison, Copple, Copple & COx, UP
Attorneys at Law

Direct Contact:

Terry C. Copple
Direct: (208) 342-3766

E-Mail: tccopple@davisoncopple.com
http://www.davisoncopple.com

SENT VIA E-MAIL

Dennis Moyer
Sandra Mitchel
Deer Creek, LLC
c/o Alscott, Inc.
50 I Baybrook Court
Boise, Idaho 8;3706 .

Re: Deer Creek Dock

Dear Dennis and Sandra:

May I, 2008

199 North Capitol Boulevard, #600
Post Office Box 1583
Boise, Idaho 83701

Telephone: (208) 342-3658
Facsimile: (208) 386-9428

We have analyzed the various documents you have provided to us with regard to the history
of the approval of the boat dock located at the Deer Creek, LLC property on the Salmon River.

After having carefully analyzed the history of the transaction as well as the relevant
documents, it is clear that you have been granted lawful permission to have the dock located at the
beach at the Deer Creek, LLC property by the appropriate government agencies.

You were instructed by the Idaho Department ofWater Resources to contactthe various state
agencies and obtain their approval to the placement ofthe dock at your property in the Sairnon River.
As a result of this process, you ultimately obtained approval for the installation of the dock.. .

Importantly, in reliance upon the approval which was granted to you by the state as well as
clearances from the federal agencies, you expended substantial sums to complete the dock and
thereafter installed it at your property. During the last year that the dock has been at your property,
there have been no issues, complaints, or other incidents with regard to the dock, thereby showing
that in fact there is no safety or other issue whatsoever with regard to its placement.

Additionally, we understand that there has been anotherdock approved on the riverand it has
been place for ten (10) years without any adverse consequences to the river or other boaters.
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Dennis Moyer
Sandra Mitchel
Deer Creek, LLC
c/o Alscott, Inc.
Mayl,2008
Page 2

The Idaho Supreme Courthas·been called upon in thepast to address whetherornot permits
granted by a government agency can be revoked after an applicant has expended funds to build the
project in reliance upon the permit. In the important Idaho Supreme Court decision ofBoise Cityv.
Blaser, 98 Idaho 789, 572 P.2d 892 (1977), the Idaho SilpremeCourt ruled that a gov!'lmnlent agency
cannot revoke its priorpermission ifthe projecthasbeen completedinrelianceupon thatpermission.
The decision in the Blaser Case has been repeatedly reaffirmed by the Idaho Supreme Court.

While you mayhave extended a courtesyto the Idaho DepartmentofWaterResources to file
an application in order for the Department to complete its paperwork, the filing of such an
application cannot in anyway constiMe a revocation of:the prior permission which was granted to
yoil. Accordingly, if any effort is made by the State of Idaho or any federal agency to revoke the
permission granted to you, then please immediately contact this' office in order that we can
immediately protest the action of the government agency and thereafter take appropriate steps to
have your rights protected in District Court through litigation.

Ifyou have anY further questions with regard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact
this office.

Very truly yours,

DAVISON, COPPLE, COPPLE & COx, LLP

TCC/tap
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GEORGE B. BACON, DIRECTOR
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C. L. "Butch" Olter, Governor

Ben Ysursa, Secretary of State
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General

Donna M. Jones, State Controller
Tom Luna, Sup't of Public Instruction

RECEIVED
MAY 07 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

May OS, 2008

Chuck Galloway
Idaho Department of Water Resources
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720

RE: Deer Creek LLC -Salmon River Permit #579-20016

Dear Mr. Galloway:

The Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) has no statutory or rule objection to this application. IDL does
have a Memorandum of Understanding with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for the
management of recreational activities on this portion of the Salmon River. As such, IDL asks that the
Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) consider any comments made by the BLM.

If IDWR determines that this permit be issued, the IDWR permit will serve as the permit from IDL as well.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this application.

Thorn Hawkins
Area Manager

cc: Eric Wilson, IDL
Stephanie Connolly, BLM
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May 12,2008

R""fE/VED

501 Baybrook Court MAY I3 ZOOS TELEPHONE: (208) 424-3840
Boise, Idaho 83706-3963 WATER RESOURCES
P.O. Box 70001 • Boise, Idaho 83707-0101 WESTERN REGION FAX: (208) 424-3850

Mr. Aaron Golart
Stream Channel Protection Specialist
Stream Channel Protection Program
Department of Water Resources, Western Region
PO Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

RE: Approved Application Removable Boat Dock in Salmon River

Dear Mr. Golart:

I have received your letter dated May I, 2008 which retracts and amends your previous
letter sent dated April 16,2008. During our subsequent telephone conversation, it was
suggested that we respond and set fOl1h the reasons why we believe we are entitled to our
dock.

First, I would like to restate the basic point that this project for a floating, removable dock
was properly reviewed and approved by all relevant governmental agencies. The
instructions and guidelines dictated by the Idaho Department of Water Resources and
Idaho State Department of Lands were followed exactly. All agencies contacted, as
required by the IDWR were given the opportunity to carefully review the detailed
information describing the aspects of the project. This included the Bureau of Land
Management at the Cottonwood Office. Each of those authorized agencies gave their
official approval to the project in 2007.

We then expended time, effort, and money as we relied on those approvals in good faith.
The materials were purchased, transported, assembled, and installed. At the end of the
season, the dock was removed and stored in anticipation of the winter season and spring
high water run off. All this was carried out as planned in the letter and project
description reviewed and approved by these governmental agencies.

In your most recent letter, you emphasized that IDWR has the direct authority as to
whether the project would be permitted on the river. You also state that State Lands has
authority over the riverbed and banks. This is completely consistent with what I was told
in 2007 and is also why we relied on IDWR review and approval at that time.
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In 2007, [was initially prepared tosubmitthe404 Formasanapp1icatio~forthedock
approvaL However; in separate conversations with Mr: Chris Welker andErv Btillou, .
officials authorized to represent IDwR, as well as, ML Sqott Corkill· and Thorn Hawkins

·of the Idaho Department of State Lands I was told repeatedlynot to submit the 404 Foim
. because thatis noloTI:ger recJllir(:dbytheStatefor rivers. There was a clear and
consistent consensusfroltl all these state officials that a 404 Forni application was not •
rieeded. A letter, along with drawings anddimensiqns ofthedock,.maps, photographs,

. etc. would be all that was required to obtain approval of the dock.

Following those specificjri~tnJqtions, I received approval for the project from Mr. Thorn
Hawkins, Area Supervisor, C;raigMountainArea of the Idaho DepartmentofLarids on··
.April 9, 2007 ana from ML ErvBallou, Coordinator Stream Protection Program, ,
Resourc.e Protection Bureau of the Idaho Department of Water Re,sources on April 23, ..

·2007.· ML KurtPaviat, Field Manager ofthe Cott.onwood office ofthe US Bureau of ..
Land Management inCottomvood stated on March 21, 2007,thattheir office,had no
objection after reviewing the dock materials. .. .
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_There was miSi~fohnationthat the dock is locatedinsucha waythat it someh6w _ _
interferes with the. main current channel of the river. In reality, it is located in back water

•-just offa sand bar and does not alter or interfere with the stream flow.

The dock is located awayfromthe main stream -channel and. well.out of the current. 
There is no interference with floaters, rafts or jet boat traffic up and down the river.The
dock was in the river last year with no problems for anyone. - . - -

Next, nearly all the negative respondents were misinfo~edaboutthe classification of _
this stretch of the Salmon River where this dockis located, -It is not designated asaWild,

·Scenic or Recreation River nor is it in wilderness as other areaS of theSal1110n or Snake
River are.

. .' "', . - ;

The floating dock has no more impact on the river (especiallyin its slack water location)
or the sand bar than any raft or jet boat moored along the shoreline as routinely occurs in 
this area.

. . .' '. . .

. Acting on good faith and in reliance upon instructions from IDWR, the owner proceeded 
withthe installation ofthe dock in 2007. Itwas maintained as promised and removed at
the end of the season as intended and authorized. The Clock has a grandfathered approval -.
to be placed there. Itwill be reinstalled in 2008 and in thefuture underthe same

- guidelines and approval granted to us in 2007..

·Alsol do want to note that another dockhas been on the river which was appr~ved·
previously by these agencies without any problems or issues whatsoever.

- . . .

Deer Creek LLC contacted the State Agencies and. complied with their instructions and
advice properly ingaining the approval to instalhhedock. The recent decisioiIto reopen - .
the application process seems.to have originated from pressure from certain individuals

·within the agency andwithin thenegatiw specialinterestgroup who don't happen to
agree with the 2007 decision by the authorized State officialswho reviewed that reCluest:

It is not appropriate nor is itacceptabJe to force the re-opening ofthis matter at their ..
personal whim. . . - ...

In summary, we haverelied upon the applic~ble state agencies' instructions in obtaining.
the prior approval ofout dock. We receivedspecific approval for its construction .and
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Idabo Depat1ment of Water Resources
May 12,2008
Page 4

thereafter expended substantial sums to bave tbe very specific and compliant-type of
dock prepared to put in the river. Tbe dock was put into tbe river last year and was used
witbout any problems, issues, or complaints. ow, after baving expended all of tbese
funds in reliance upon tbe instructions from tbe IDWR and baving obtained all oftbe
appropriate approvals, it simply is not appropriate or legal that an effort be made to try
and take away our permit. Because of tbe manner in wbicb this is being handled, we
asked our attorneys to analyze tbis issue and as you can see from the enclosed letter, it is
illegal under Idaho law to try and revoke the permission pennit.

Based upon these facts, we strongly urge you to reaffirnl the permit previously granted to
us. We will assume unless we are otberwise advised that the information we have
provided to you in this letter is sufficient for your purposes. If you would care to have a
meeting to discuss these facts or call me, please feel free to do so.

Sincerely,

~~----
Vice President, Alscott Inc.
For Deer Creek LLC

Enclosure
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Davison, Copple, Copple & Cox, LLP
Attorneys at Law

RECEIVED

MAY 13 2COa
WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION

Direct Contact:

Terry C. Copple
Direct: (208) 342-3766

E-Mail: tccopple@davisoncopple.com
http://www.davisoncopple.com

SENT VIA E-MAIL

Dennis Moyer
Sandra Mitchel
Deer Creek, LLC
c/o Alscott, Inc.
SO I Baybrook Court
Boise, Idaho 83706

Re: Deer Creek Dock

Dear Dennis and Sandra:

May I, 2008

199 North Capitol Boulevard, #600
Post Office Box 1583
Boise, Idaho 83701

Telephone: (208) 342-3658
Facsimile: (208) 386-9428

We have analyzed the various documents you have provided to us with regard to the history
of the approval of the boat dock located at the Deer Creek, LLC property on the Salmon River.

After having carefully analyzed the history of the transaction as well as the relevant
documents, it is clear that you have been granted lawful permission to have the dock located at the
beach at the Deer Creek, LLC property by the appropriate government agencies.

You were instructed by the Idaho Department ofWaterResources to contactthe various state
agencies and obtain their approval to the placement of the dock at your property in the Salmon River.
As a result of this process, you ultimately obtained approval for the installation of the dock..

Importantly, in reliance upon the approval which was granted to you by the state as well as
clearances from the federal agencies, you expended substantial sums to complete the dock and
thereafter installed it at your property. During the last year that the dock has been at your property,
there have been no issues, complaints, or other incidents with regard to the dock, thereby showing
that in fact there is no safety or other issue whatsoever with regard to its placement.

Additionally, we understand that there has been anotherdock approved on the river and it has
been place for ten (10) years without any adverse consequences to the river or other boaters.
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Dennis Moyer
Sandra Mitchel
Deer Creek, LLC
c/o Alscott, Inc.
May 1, 2008
Page 2

The Idaho Supreme Court hasbeen called upon in the past to address whetherornot permits
granted by a government agency can be revoked after an applicant has expended funds to build the
project in reliance upon the permit. In the important Idaho Supreme Court.decision ofBoise Citvv.
Blaser, 98 Idaho 789, 572 P.2d 892 (1977), the Idaho Supreme Court ruledtha.tagov~entagency
cannot revoke its priorpermission ifthe projeethas been completedin relianceupon thatpermission.
The decision in the Blaser Case has been repeatedly reaffirmed by the Idaho Supreme Court.

While you may have extended a courtesy to the Idaho Department ofWaterResources to file
.an application in order for the Department to complete its paperwork, the filing of such an
application cannot in any way constitute a revocation ofthe prior permission which was granted to
you. Accordingly, if any effort is made by the State of Idaho or any federal agency to revoke the
permission granted to you, then please immediately contact this' office in order that we can
immediately protest the action of the government agency and thereafter take appropriate steps to
have your rights protected in District Court through litigation.

Ifyou have anY further questions with regard to this matter, please do not hesitate to contact
this office.

Very truly yours,

DAVISON, COPPLE, COPPLE & COx, LLP

TCC/tap

<:::----/
BY:,_-=-_~::,,-::~f.--:;-::-:-c-;:--~--~

TerryVe, ofthe :firm
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October 26, 2007

501 Baybrook Court
Boise, Idaho 83706-3963
PO. Box 70001 • Boise, Idaho 83707-0101

TELEPHONE: (208) 424-3840

FAX: (208) 424-3850

RECEIVED

OCT 29 2007
Mr. Aaron Golart
Stream Channel Specialist
Western Region
Idaho Department of Water Resources
2735 Airport Way
Boise, Idaho 83705

RE: Floating Dock
Lower Salmon River near Deer Creek
Lewis County, Idaho

Dear Mr. Golart:

WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION

I thought that it might be helpful to follow up on our telephone conversation of last week.
You had inquired about our dock located on the Lower Salmon River in Lewis County.

As we explained, we worked with Mr. Erv Ballou at the Idaho Department of Water
Resources in reviewing the details of the project. In addition, as suggested by Mr.
Ballou, we contacted the U.S. Bureau of Land Management and the Idaho Department of
Lands to see if they had any concerns. Both agencies stated that they were okay with the
project as proposed.

The contact at the Cottonwood, Idaho BLM office is Mr. KUli Pavlat at telephone: 208
962-3256 or 208-962-3779. I spoke to Mr. Pavlat on this matter on March 21, 2007.

I contacted Mr. Thorn Hawkins at the Craigmont, Idaho office of the Idaho Department
of Lands at telephone: 208-924-5571. I spoke to Mr. Hawkins on April 9, 2007.

Mr. Ballou notified me of IDWR's approval on April 23, 2007.

Again, thank you for your help.

Sincerely,
Deer Creek LLC

4lUA~ -
Dennis Moyer
Vice President Real Estate



FW: Seasonal dock on Lowe(Sjlmon river

Galloway, Chuck

From: Galloway, Chuck

Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2008 6:58 AM

To: 'Thom Hawkins'

Subject: RE: Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Thom, thanks, will let you know if anything evolves at this end. Chuck

-----Original Message-----
From: Thom Hawkins [mailto:thawkins@idl.idaho.gov]
sent: Monday, May OS, 2008 4:15 PM
To: Galloway, Chuck
Subject: RE: Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Page 1 of2

Actually my boss didn't feel I needed to send you that, but I did. Bob Brammer is one of our Asst.
Directors & is taking the opportunity to clarify roles w/JDWR. That is why my boss, Kurt Houston, wanted
the short letter to allow Bob to work things out. Jfelt lowed you an explanation as we had previous
discussion. Hopefully Bob will get everyone on the same page. I think Jay & you are right because we still
have to review the installation. To me "portable" is a loophole & if the installation does not meet the
plan it could be an enforcement issue. I'm thinking of your example of a metal drum full of concrete. The
first jet boat that hits one of them when the doc is up will be an issue.

.~~~~~~-._--_._-_._-----_._----

From: Galloway, Chuck [mailto:Chuck.Galioway@idwr.idaho.gov]
sent: Monday, May 05,2008 1:S6 PM
To: Thom Hawkins
Subject: FW: Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Thom, thanks for the earlier email today on subject We Interpreted (maybe misinterpreted) this letter from
Jay Sila to suggest that IDL was supportive of IDWR having the requestor fill out a joint use application.
Right now I am inclined to continue the process of joint use application for future removable docks,
however Jmay get other guidance. Will keep you posted. Is there someone at the IDL "executive" level
JDWR should be keeping in the loop? Chuck

-----Original Message----

From: Golart, Aaron

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 4:08 PM

To: Galloway, Chuck

Subject: RE: Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Chuck,
Attached is a copy of the letter from IDL providing comments for the temporary dock on the Snake River
we permitted under S03-20011 for Dennis Moyer (Alscott Farms, LLC). Jalso have Included a couple
pages of the application. Jay Sila Lands Resource Supervisor for IDL Southwest Region called me and
requested that IDWR permits these temporary docks for accounting purposes and because there are
cumulative impacts to the bank through time. After discussing this with IDL I called Dennis Moyer and
asked him to submit an application for the locations of proposed docks. S03-20011 received no comments
opposing and therefore was permitted. The application for the dock on Lower Salmon River has received
many comments opposing, so I sent out a letter requesting agency (BLM) and public concerns are
addressed.

5/7/2008



FW: Seasonal dock on Lower.>''llmon river
i )
'-

Page 2 of2

The Lower Salmon River is managed by IDL out of the Craig Mountain Office. I have included the contact
for that office supervisor. I have spoken with him regarding this issue and they will keep us in the loop
once they make a decision. It was indicated to me that they may send out a letter similar to ours.

Let me know if I can provide any additional information,
Aaron

_ «Thomas Hawkins» _ «S03-20011.pdf» _

5/7/2008



Amended Letter & Comment~-~eceived

j

Galloway, Chuck

From: Thorn Hawkins [thawkins@idl.idaho.gov]

Sent: Monday, May 05, 2008 12:33 PM

To: Golart, Aaron; Chuck.Gaiioway@idwr.idaho.gov.

Subject: RE: Amended Letter & Comments Received

Page 1 of 1

I mailed you a letter today per our executive staff recommendation. It doesn't say much other than the
decision is outside our authority & we have an MOU wi BLM. I thought I would share the "rest of the story" if
you will. See attached.

From: Golar!, Aaron [mailto:Aaron.Golar!@idwr.idaho.gov]
sent: Friday, May 02, 2008 12:02 PM
To: dmoyer@alscott.com
Cc: stephanie3_connolly@blm.gov; duane.e.mitchell@usace.army.mil; Eric Wilson; Thorn Hawkins;
daniel.stewar!@deq.idaho.gov; bbutler@gov.idaho.gov; jchatburn@agri.idaho.gov; Galloway, Chuck; Spackman,
Gary; Westra, John; rhennekey@idfg.idaho.gov
Subject: Amended Letter & Comments Received

Mr. Moyer,
Attached is a copy of the amended letter that retracts and replaces the erroneous ietter I sent to you Aprii 16,
2008. Also attached are copies of the comments we have received regarding this project. Please let me know if
you have any comments or questions.

«Deer Creek LLC amendment.pdf» «Deer Creek LLC Letters.pdf»

Regards,

Aaron Goiart
Stream Channei Protection Specialist
Idaho Department of Water Resources
Resource Protection Bureau
Western Region
(208) 334-2190
aaron.golart@idwr.idaho.gov

5/7/2008
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State of Idaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

322 East Front Street· P.O. Box 83720· Boise, Idaho 83720-0098
Phone: (208) 287-4800· Fax: (208) 287-6700· Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov

C. L. "BUTCH" OTTER
Governor

Mr. Dennis Moyer
Deer Creek, LLC
501 Baybrook Court
Boise ID 83706

AMENDED LETTER

May 1, 2008

DAVID R. TUTHILL, JR.
Interim Director

RE: Joint Application for Stream Channel Alteration Pennit no. S79-20016
Removable boat dock in the Salmon River

Dear Mr. Moyer:

This letter retracts and replaces the letter I sent to you on April 16, 2008, about joint
application for stream channel alteration no. S79-20016 in the name ofDeer Creek, LLC, proposing
placement of a removable boat dock in the Lower Salmon River.

The April 16, 2008 letter erroneously stated that Idaho Rivers United, the U.S. Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) and the Idaho Department ofLands (IDL) must agree and sign a letter
stating that they no longer contest the proposed removable dock before the Idaho Department of
Water Resources (IDWR) will be able to consider this application.

The Idaho Department ofWater Resources is vested with the authority to detennine
whether an application for stream channel alteration should be approved or denied. Neither the
BLM nor Idaho Rivers United has authority to share or preempt IDWR's authority to consider
applications for a stream channel alteration pennit. Specifically, an agreement with BLM and
Idaho Rivers United is not required. BLM and Idaho Rivers United submitted conmlents to IDWR
regarding application no. S79-20016. IDWR will consider these comments together with
info=ation submitted by the applicant, input from other state agencies, and other comments from
individuals or organizations.

IDL has independent authority to administer the state's ownership of the bed and banks of
the Salmon River. As a result, an agreement with IDL also is not required before IDWR considers
the application.

IDWR received numerous comments from concerned citizens and groups requesting that
IDWR deny application no. S79-20016. I've enclosed copies of these letters and emails. IfIDWR
receives any further letters or emails, IDWRstaffwill forward them to you for your review. I've
forwarded these letters and emails so you have an opportnnity to consider the concerns that have
been expressed.



Dennis Moyer
Application for Stream Channel Alteration no. S79-20016
May I, 2008
Page 2

IDWR will begin considering application no. S79-20016 - along with any additional
information you submit, comments from other state agencies, and public comments - 30 days from
the date ofthis letter.

The proposed boat dock will occupy an area overlying the bed ofthe Salmon River. As a
result, IDL will independently consider your joint application and will determine whether a separate
decision from IDL is needed.

Ifyou have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at (208) 334-2190.

;;i:$c:?
Aaron Golart
Stream Channel Protection Specialist
Stream Channel Protection Program

Enclosures (58 (67pages»

cc wi encl via email:
Stephanie Connolly, Bureau ofLand Management
Duane Mitchell, US Army Corps ofEngineers
Daniel Stewart, Idaho Department ofEnvironmental Quality
Eric Wilson, Idaho Department ofLands
Thomas Hawkins, Idaho Department ofLands
Ray Hennekee, Idaho Department ofFish and Game
Bonnie Butler, Governor's Office
John Chatburn, Governor's Office

cc wlo encl via email: Kevin Lewis, Idaho Rivers United



FW: Joint Application Permit 79-20016 (amended letter)

Galloway, Chuck

From: Galloway, Chuck

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2008 7:08 AM

To: Spackman, Gary

Subject: FW: Joint Application Permit S79-20016 (amended letter)

Importance: High

Gary, IDL is apparently not interested in dealing with the removable dock on Lower Salmon River. C

-----Original Message-----
From: Thom Hawkins [mailto:thawkins@idl.idaho.gov]
sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2008 5:48 PM
To: Chuck.Galloway@idwr.idaho.gov.
Subject: FW: Joint Application Permit 579-20016 (amended letter)

Page 1 of 1

In discussion wi our executive staff, they feel we have no objection or jurisdiction because there is no
permanent structure on public trust land. They suggested deleting the second paragraph. So, in simpler terms,
we are passing the buck back to you. On the blanks in the letter, do you need titles?

From: Galloway, Chuck [mailto:Chuck.Galloway@idwr.idaho.gov]
sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2008 4: 12 PM
To: Thorn Hawkins
Subject: FW: Joint Application Permit 579-20016 (amended letter)

Tom, here is the draft letter we propose to send. This is very high priority so I expect my management will want to
send before COB Wednesday. Get me your thoughts if you can, thanks, Chuck

-----Original Message----

From: Galloway, Chuck

Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2008 5:10 PM

To: Spackman, Gary

Cc: Golart, Aaron

Subject: Joint Application Permit 579-20016 (amended letter)

Gary, here is DRAFT. We still need to add addresses to persons getting copies but letter content won't change.
Chuck

«Deer Creek LLC R1 b.doc»

5/1/2008



State ofldaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

322 East Front Street· P.O. Box 83720 • Boise, Idaho 83720-0098
Phone: (208) 281-4800· Fax: (208) 281-6100' Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov

April 16, 2008

Dennis Moyer
Deer Creek, LLC
501 Baybrook Court
Boise ID 83706

RE: Joint Applications for Permit #579-20016
Removable boat dock in the Salmon River

Dear Mr. Moyer,

C. L. "BUTCH" OTTER
Governor

DAVID R. TUTHILL, JR.
Director

The Idaho Department of Water Resources (roWR) has received letters from the
Bureau of Land Management, Idaho Rivers United and many concerned citizens
requesting IDWR to deny your application for a removable boat dock in the Salmon River.
If IDWR receives any further letters from state or federal agencies they will be forwarded
to you for your review. The letters have been forwarded to you to address the attached
concerns. You and the Bureau of Land Management, Department of Lands and Idaho
Rivers United must come to an agreement before we will able to consider this application.

If an agreement can not be reached IDWR will render a decision to approve or
deny the application based on the information in the file. When an agreement has been
reached, a signed letter from the Bureau of Land Management, the Department of Lands,
and Idaho Rivers United stating that they will no longer contest the proposed removable
boat dock will be required.

Your application has been placed on hold for 60 days, in order for you to address
the attached concerns. If after 60 days IDWR has not received any correspondence the
application will be considered closed.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at (208) 334-2190.

cc: Corps of Engineers, Dept of Lands, BLM, F&G and Idaho Rivers United



AMENDED LEDER

April 29, 2008

Mr. Dennis Moyer
Deer Creek, LLC
501 Baybrook Court
Boise 10 83706

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016
Removable boat dock in the Salmon River

Dear Mr. Moyer:

This is an amended letter to replace the letter I sent out dated April 16, 2008. The
Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) has received numerous comments from
many concerned citizens requesting that IDWR deny your application for a removable
boat dock in the Lower Salmon River. Copies of these letters and emails are attached. If
IDWR receives any further letters or emails they will be forwarded to you for your review.
These letters and emails have been provided to you to address the concerns that have
been expressed before IDWR will able to fully consider this application.

In addition. this alteration falls within jurisdiction of the Idaho Deoartment of Lands
(IOU with resoect to structures within naviaable waters and state owned lands.
Ultimately, IDL will determine whether or not a special use permit is needed.

Since there are no structures the jurisdiction falls to IDWR. The permit shows
portable anchors. In the joint permit there is no structure on public trust land involving
the IDL.

Your application has been placed on hold for 60 days in order for you to address
the attached concerns. If after 60 days the IDWR has not received the above requested
correspondence, the Deer Creek, LLC application will be considered closed and no permit
will be issued.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at (208) 334-2190. A
copy of this letter and all enclosures is being sent via email to: Stephanie Connolly,
Bureau of Land Management, Cottonwood Field Office, 1 Butte Dr., Cottonwood, 10
83522-5200; US Army Corps of Engineers, Duane Mitchell, ; Daniel
Stewart, Idaho Department of Environmental Quality, ; Eric Wilson,
Idaho Department of Lands, ; Thomas Hawkins, Idaho Department
of Lands, ; Ray Hennekee, Idaho Department of Fish and Game,
_________; Bonnie Buttler, Governor's Liaison for IDL,
__________; and John Chatburn, Governor's Liaison for IDWR,



•

Sincerely

Aaron Golart
Stream Protection Specialist
Western Region

Enclosures

cc wlo encl: Kevin Lewis, Idaho Rivers United



State of Idaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

322 East Front Street· P.O. Box 83720 • Boise, Idaho 83720-0098
Phone: (208) 287-4800· Fax: (208) 287_6700' Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov
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Galloway, Chuck

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Galloway, Chuck
Thursday, April 24, 20084:15 PM
Golart, Aaron
Spackman, Gary
FW: Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Aaron, just got off the phone with Gary. We need to revise and reissue your April 16 letter to clear up that IRU is not
included in the policy andlor decision process. I think you can achieve this by just excluding them as a player, i.e. we don't
need to rub their nose in it. Will need to run the revised letter by Gary before you send. The revised letter will need to
include a couple of liaison officers from the Governor's office and I or Gary will get their names for you. One issue
apparently came up during the meeting regarding whether the application had been sent to IDL. I assume this may
revolve around whether it was sent to an area office of IDL vs. the main IDL. Regardless will want to make sure we are
cc'ing relevant stakeholders.

Gary will provide a summary of his meeting soon. Chuck

-----Original Message-----
From: Golalt, Aaron
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 20084:08 PM
To: Galloway, Chuck
Subject: RE: Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Chuck,
Attached is a copy of the letter from IDL providing comments for the temporary dock on the Snake River we permitted
under S03-20011 for Dennis Moyer (Alscott Farms, LLC). I also have included a couple pages of the application. Jay Sila
Lands Resource Supervisor for IDL Southwest Region called me and requested that IDWR permits these temporary docks
for accounting purposes and because there are cumulative impacts to the bank through time. After discussing this with
IDL I called Dennis Moyer and asked him to submit an application for the locations of proposed docks. S03-20011
received no comments opposing and therefore was permitted. The application for the dock on Lower Salmon River has
received many comments opposing, so I sent out a letter requesting agency (BLM) and public concerns are addressed.

The Lower Salmon River is managed by IDL out of the Craig Mountain Office. I have included the contact for that office
supervisor. I have spoken with him regarding this issue and they will keep us in the loop once they make a decision. It
was indicated to me that they may send out a letter similar to ours.

Let me know if I can provide any additional information,
Aaron

Thomas Hawkins

From:
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:

1t1
S03-20011.pdf

Galloway, Chuck
Thursday, April 24, 2008 10:58 AM
Spackman, Gary
GoJalt, Aaron; Blau, Terry
Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Gary, I outlined the scope of this project to Terry. Because the dock structure is below MHWM and part of the dock's
anchoring system is below MHWM, a SC alteration permit is necessary, i.e. similar situations in other regions would have
resulted in same IDWR action that Western took. IDWR would evaluate comments that came in with respect to concerns,
however if ESA issues did not restrict the dock, we would probably issue a permit with the proviso that all components that
are below MHWM be removed by some date. Terry concurred that IDWR should consider all comments, including those
of IRU but it is not appropriate for them to hold any jurisdictional authority on IDWR to issue or not issue permit. Chuck

1



Galloway, Chuck

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Galloway, Chuck
Thursday, April 24, 2008 3:59 PM
Spackman, Gary
Golart, Aaron
Seasonal boat dock on Lower Salmon River

Gary, some additional information, albeit too late for your meeting.

Earlier this year, Dennis Moyer advised that he wanted to install two very similar docks at two locations on the Snake
River. IDL learned of the plan and expressed concern that there needed to be more control and requested (verbally) that
IDWR require that SCA application be submilled and that the public given an opportunity to comment. This was done and
apparently lillie to no interest was received on the two Snake R docks. When Dennis Moyer approached Aaron about the
Lower Salmon R dock, Aaron logically approached it in the same fashion, i.e. you need to fill out application which Moyer
did. The problem seems to stem from the considerable public interest in a dock within the BLM managed reach of the
Lower Salmon River which by being there seems to have successfully discouraged public use of the beach area that had
historically been a high use beach. Aaron is getting me copies of IDL correspondence WRT the Snake R docks and I will
provide when I get. Chuck

1
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Galloway, Chuck

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gents,

Spackman, Gary
Friday, April 25, 2008 11:43 AM
Galloway, Chuck; Golart, Aaron
879-20016, Deer Creek, LLC

Yesterday, I met with Mark Warbis, John Chatburn, and Bonnie Butler of the Governor's office about the above
stream channel alteration application. Bonnie Butler is the governor's liaison for the Department of Lands. John Chatburn
is the liaison for IDWR. The governor's staff was very respectful of the stream channel alteration processes. Mark Warbis
thought Deer Creek needed to file the application for consideration. The governor's office primarily questioned the
verbiage in Aaron's April 16, 2008 letter to Dennis Moyer of Deer Creek, LLC appearing to grant a veto power to Idaho
Rivers United and to the Bureau of Land Management regarding IDWR consideration of an application for stream channel
alteration. I told the governor's staff that BLM and Rivers United are entitled to submit comments but do not have any
authority to preempt IDWR consideration of a SCA application. In addition, Lands has independent jurisdiction over the
state owned bed and banks. As I read Section 42-3803, Idaho Code, IDWR approval process does not depend on the
execution of an agreement between Lands and the applicant before IDWR can address the SCA application. We can
either approve our SCA permit and state that Lands will issue a separate approval or include conditions from Lands as part
of our approval.

Aaron, would you please rewrite your April 16, 2008 letter as requested by Chuck? Prior to mailing the amended
letter, please send me a copy of the draft for review.

Bonnie Butler stated that her contacts at Lands did not have a copy of the letter. I notice that Kathy Gale sent a
copy of the SCA application to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers with a transmittal letter dated March 26, 2008. The
letter was carbon copied to Fish & Game, Department of Environmental Quality, Lewis County, and Lands. I cannot
determine from the "Cc" notation at the bottom of the letter whether just the letter was sent or whether a copy of the SCA
application was also enclosed.

Section 42-3804, Idaho Code states the following:
"... It shall be the duty of the director to examine same and to furnish copies of the application and plans to, and consult
with, other state agencies having an interest in the stream channel to determine the likely effect of the proposed stream
channel alteration upon the fish and wildlife habitat, aquatic life, recreation, aesthetic beauty, and water quality values of
the stream. The director shall furnish a copy of such application and all accompanying materials to the department of
lands. Within twenty (20) days of the receipt of copies of such application and plans from the director, such other state
agencies shall notify the director whether the proposed stream channel alteration will have an unreasonably detrimental
effect upon these stream values and shall include with such notification recommendations of alternate plans, if any,
determined by such agency to be reasonable to accomplish the purpose of the proposed stream channel alteration without
adversely affecting such stream values."

I believe we need to more clearly document our compliance with the statutory requirements. Evidence of
compliance should include an individual letter to each of the state agencies that might have an interest. The letter should
also state that a copy of the application is enclosed, set a deadline, and probably call attention to the fact that the statute
requires (I think) a response. We also should have sent a copy of the application to the Department of Parks and
Recreation. Of particular importance, I cannot verify for the governor's office whether Lands ever received a copy of the
application, although I assume they did.

[

Please also draft a letter transmitting a copy of the application to Eric Wilson at Lands and verify that the other
state agencies received a copy of the application and earlier transmittal letter or draft letters to sent to each agency. We
will probably need to reset the comment period.

Copies of these letters need to be sent to Bonnie Butler and John Chatburn at the governor's office. In addition,
the letter from BLM asserts some delegation of authority by Lands to BLM in this stretch of the river, and Bonnie Butler
would like a copy of the BLM comment letter.

Thank you for your hard work in handling some of these delicate circumstances. We probably need to be prompt
in completing this assignment. Aaron, can you have something to me by the middle of next week? Thanks. Please
contact me if you have questions.

Gary Spackman

1
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Galloway, Chuck

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Galloway, Chuck
Thursday, April 24, 2008 10:58 AM
Spackman, Gary
Golar!, Aaron; Blau, Terry
Seasonal dock on Lower Salmon river

Gary, I outlined the scope of this project to Terry. Because the dock structure is below MHWM and par! of the. dock's
anchoring system is below MHWM, a SC alteration permit is necessary, i.e. simiiar situations in other regions would have
resulted in same IDWR action that Western took. IDWR would evaluate comments that came in with respect to concerns,
however if ESA issues did not restrict the dock, we would probably issue a permit with the proviso that all components that
are below MHWM be removed by some date. Terry concurred that IDWR should consider all comments, including those
of IRU but it is not appropriate for them to hold any jurisdictional authority on IDWR to issue or not issue permit. Chuck

1



Gale, Kathy

From: Indian Creek [info@indiancreekguestranch.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2008 8:34 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Cc: 'Gary Lane'

Subject: Joe Scott's Dock Proposal

Dear Ms. Gale,

"")
'---

rage 1 or 1

My name is Jerry Myers, an Idaho native and river enthusiast from North Fork, Idaho. I am alarmed and
saddened that the IDWR has to spent time and money reviewing a permit application for a private dock by Mr.
Scott. I would urge your department to take a strong position AGAINST any project that allows private
development of this sort on a public river in Idaho. This is especially true of a river like the Lower Salmon revered
for its undeveloped beauty and uniqueness.
Thank you for taking my comments.
Sincerely,
Jerry Myers

4/3012008



United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Cottonwood Field Office

I Butte Drive
Cottonwood, ID 83522-5200

http://www.id.blm.gov/offices/cottonwood
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TAKE PRIDE"
lNAMERICA

In Reply Refer to:
6510 (ID420)

Aaron Golart, Stream Channel Specialist
State ofIdaho Department of Water Resources
Stream Protection Program
322 East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

APR 1 1 2008

RECEIVED

APR 17 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

RECEIVEC

APR 14 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

ReceIveD
APR 152008

~1s~~ESOUACES
~. o:nN REGION

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200 16, Deer Creek LLC - Salmon River Boat Dock

Dear Mr. Golart:

This letter is in regards to a request for comments on the referenced Joint Application for Permit
to construct/install a boat dock in the Salmon River. Primary concerns identified are for
potential effects to water quality and visual/aesthetic quality of the Lower Salmon River. The
Lower Salmon River is known regionally and nationally for its fisheries values (e.g., ESA-listed
fish), ecological resources, scenic quality, and recreational values. We have reviewed the
application and the following comments are submitted for your consideration.

The beaches along the Salmon River are owned by Idaho Department of Lands and are available
for public use. The Bureau of Land Mangement (BLM) and Idaho Department of Lands entered
into a Cooperative Management Agreement on February 12, 1990, which allows the BLM to
assume the lead responsibility for management of the Lower Salmon River. This includes
maintaining all the undeveloped campsites along the river which includes the beaches.

Review of the application, drawings, and digital image was conducted, and such appears to
indicate that no new river access or road construction would occur; and if motorized access to the
boat dock occurs, such would be by using an existing road and driving across a beach.

The BLM Lower Salmon River Recreation Area Management Plan adopted on May 6, 1983,
discusses off-road vehicles stating that the designation of the public lands in the management



,') C) 2

area is limited, with vehicle traffic restricted to existing roads and trails. Beaches fall under non
motorized designation and thus are closed to off-road vehicles.

BLM lands contiguous to the Salmon River and generally within one quarter mile of the Lower
Salmon River from Hammer Creek to the confluence with Snake River are designated as part of
the Lower Salmon River Area of Critical Environmental Concern (Federal Register, Vol. 54, No.
12, January 19, 1989). The purpose for this special management status was to maintain and
protect the high value resources of regional and national significance, which includes a variety of
resource values, and specifically that the area has national significance for its scenic quality.

The 112-mile segment of the Lower Salmon River, Long Tom Bar to the confluence of the
Snake River, was designated a study river in 1968. The river was found eligible and suitable,
and was recommended to Congress for inclusion in the National Wild & Scenic River System as
Recreational (59 miles Long Tom Bar to Hanuner Creek) and Scenic (53 miles Hammer Creek
to the Snake River Confluence). Congress has deliberated the issue of designation numerous
times but has yet to act.

BLM guidance requires that interim management be developed and followed to protect the free
flowing nature, outstandingly remarkable values, and recommended classification of suitable
segments until congressional action regarding designation is taken.

. The Lower Salmon River Recreation Area Management Plan adopted on May 6, 1983, discusses
Visual Resource Mangement (VRM) and says to allow no more visual intrusions on public lands
within the canyon. The BLM VRM category associated the with river corridor located in the
area of the proposed boat dock is a class II category meaning the object ofthis class is to retain
the exisiting character of the landscape. The level of change to the characteristic landscape
should be low. Management activities may be seen, but should not attract the attention of the
casual observer. A boat dock would attract attention to casual river users. Of the 112 miles of
river the BLM manages on the Lower Salmon River, there are no other boat docks.

As previously stated, the Lower Salmon River has a limited number of beaches along the river
where people camp while floating/jet boating on the river. Having a boat dock on a beach gives
the public the perception that the beach is not public and thus causes people to float by and look
for another place to camp. The general public would gain nothing from allowing this dock to be
installed. Several landowners along the Salmon River own jet boats and use them to access
property and cabins along the river without boat docks. All of the commercial jet boat operaters
along the Lower Salmon River use the natural beaches to park their boats to camp and recreate.

The BLM has spent $10,133,000 on conservation easements and purchases on 7,617 acres of
private lands along the Lower Salmon River over the last 20 years to protect the outstanding
remarkable values's and scenic nature of the river and to protect the corridor from developement.

BLM recommends the Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016, Deer Creek LLC - Salmon
River Boat Dock be denied.



Thank you for providing this office the opportunity to comment on the application. If you have
questions regarding submitted comments, please contact me or Joe O'Neill at (208) 962-3245.

Sincerely,

3

~'1Ut!
Stephanie Connolly
Field Manager

cc:
Corps of Engineers, Duane Mitchell
Idaho Department of Lands
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State ofiuaho··
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

322 East Front Street· P.O. Box 83720· Boise, Idaho 83720-0098
Phone: (208) 287-4800' Fax: (208) 287-6700 • Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov

April 16, 2008

Dennis Moyer
Deer Creek, LLC
501 Baybrook Court
Boise ID 83706

RE: Joint Applications for Permit #S79-20016
Removable boat dock in the Salmon River

Dear Mr. Moyer,

C. L. "BUTCH" OTTER
Governor

DAVID R. TUTHILL, JR.
Director

The Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) has received letters from the
Bureau of Land Management, Idaho Rivers United and many concerned citizens
requesting IDWR to deny your application for a removable boat dock in the Salmon River.
If IDWR receives any further letters from state or federal agencies they will be forwarded
to you for your review. The letters have been forwarded to you to address the attached
concerns. You and the Bureau of Land Management, Department of Lands and Idaho
Rivers United must come to an agreement before we will able to consider this application.

If an agreement can not be reached IDWR will render a decision to approve or
deny the application based on the information in the file. When an agreement has been
reached, a signed letter from the Bureau of Land Management, the Department of Lands,
and Idaho Rivers United stating that they will no longer contest the proposed removable
boat dock will be required.

Your application has been placed on hold for 60 days, in order for you to address
the attached concerns. If after 60 days IDWR has not received any correspondence the
application will be considered closed.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at (208) 334-2190.

Z
Aaron Golart
Stream Protection Specialist
Stream Channel Protection Program

cc: Corps of Engineers, Dept of Lands, BLM, F&G and Idaho Rivers United



) )
OARS· OORIES INC. 1127 Airway Avenue, Lewiston, Idaho 83501

phone: (208)743-4201 fax: (208)743-7383 e-mail: curt@oars.com

April 12, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front St.
PO Box 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200l6

RECEIVED

APR 162008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCEE

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to
install a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would a have a huge
impact on a public beach that is used by our business and many other users on the Salmon
River.

We have operated for 32 years on this section of river with clients coming from allover the
country and world to enjoy the natural wild free flowing river experience. The State of Idaho
and the Federal Bureau of Land Management have spent millions of dollars acquiring land
and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural
environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The
thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year because of the natural, scenic
values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely affected by this dock.
Please do not approve this application.

1 hope you will recognize that this is nothing more than a special interest request for
unjustifiable development at public expense. Boating on this section of river has a long
history with many landowners using the river for access without any dock development.

Please deny this application and continue your management of tile Salmon River for the
benefit of the general public, rather than one private landowner.

Best Regards,



Page 1 of 1

Gale, Kathy

From: joe kimbro [bigjoekimbro@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2008 5:35 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the SalmonRiver:..·....·....·.. ......------.......... ............--..

Idaho Fish and Game and the :B..'!.r.~.~?'?.f..~.~!!~..M!!!?.~g~!!.!~!?_~ and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive
use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber
public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower §A'!!~.!!.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
§.!!!!!.!~.!!.~!.Y.~!.. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.
sincerly
Joe Kimbro
7625 sw wilson Ave.
beaverton or 97008

between 0000-00-00 and 9999-99-99 <hr size=l>Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with
Yahoo! Mobile. <a
href=''http://us.rd.yahoo.com/evt=51733/*http://mobile.yahoo.com/;_yit=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypa08Wcj9
"> Try it now.<!a>

4/1612008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Nick Grimes [nicholassgrimes@gmail.comj

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 200812:05 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Joe Scott dock application comment from Nick Grimes

In response to a dock on the lower Salmon at Joe Scotts place. It is my belief that it would be a serious
mistake in management practices for the Salmon river system. Plus set a diminishing standard for
management and increasing development in the future. Many people within the BLM and the public
have worked hard to maintain and protect the natural qualities of the Salmon river. A private dock would
not only be a significant eyesore but also limit camping by the public. Plus we also know that a dock is
not needed for boat parking, simply a beach.The intrinsic value of our (Public) waterways should be a
high management priority.Few rivers exist in the lower 48 states as beautiful and wild as the
Salmon. Thank you for listening

Nick Grimes

4/1512008



Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

kate wollney [katewollney@hotmail.com]
Tuesday, April 15, 2008 11 :30 AM
Gale, Kathy
new dock on lower salmon

April 15, 2008
Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application
for Permit #S79-20016
I am writing to express my
opposition to issuing a permit
Salmon River near Deer Creek.
the Salmon River.

for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along

Idaho Fish and Game and the
Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural
environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The
thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year because of the natural,
scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely impacted by
this dock.
Permitting this dock would
essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public
use, not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to
be gained from this proposal to encumber public lands, only loss.
Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is
private and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual
intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that it would
serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights.
However, encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable, especially
given all the previous efforts by the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application.
There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock.
Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent
lands for as long as boats have used the Salmon River.
It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats.
Please deny this application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the
benefit of the general public, rather than a private landowner.
Thank you for considering these
comments.

Sincerely, Kate Wollney1177 W. 13thEugene,
OR 97402
More immediate than e-mail? Get instant access with windows Live Messenger.
http://www.windowslive.com/messenger/overview.html?
ocid=TXT_TAGLM_WL_Refresh_instantaccess_042008
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I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install
a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public
beach along the Salmon River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars
acquiring land and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the
natural environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor.
The thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year because of the natural,
scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directiy and adversely impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which
it would be grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for
public use, not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be
gained from this proposal to encumber public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not
be officially closed, public access to it would be reduced, since a structure such as this would give
the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private
development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private
property rights. However, encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable,
especially given all the previous efforts by the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock.
Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for
as long as boats have used the Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion
such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this application and continue your management of the
Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Ari D. Kotier
P.O. Box 1101
Driggs, Id. 83422
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Gale, Kathy

()

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sam Mace [millicoma@mindspring.com]
Monday, April 14, 2008 6:15 PM
Gale, Kathy
Joint Application Permit #S79-20016

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise , ID 83720

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

Dear Idaho Dept. of Water Resources:

Please deny the application for a permit to build and/or place a boat dock on Idaho state
lands on the lower Salmon River near Deer Creek.

I, like many people from Idaho, the Northwest, and nationally, have high regard for the
lower Salmon River and want to see it kept a little developed as possible. 1 1 m lucky to
have floated the river several times. It is a river with incredible geology, wildlife I

scenery and whitewater, and is enjoyed many every year.

It is hard enough to keep such a precious resource protected from degradation. It would
be very unfortunate to further develop a river for the benefit of one person and/or
family. Please do not allow a private dock to be built on this site. There is enough
development as it is on the lower Salmon. Don't allow one person to take away from the
experience of thousands of other users.

Thanks you for your time and consideration.

Regards,

Sam Mace
P.O. 67
Spokane, WA 99210

1
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From: Michael Garrity [mdgarrity@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 6:34 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

Dear Idaho Department of Water Resources:

I am writing to urge you to reject the application for a permit to build and/or place a boat dock on the
lower Salmon River at the beach near Deer Creek, on property owned by the State of Idaho.

I have floated the lower Salmon multiple times, and enjoy the wild character of it. A dock is simply
inappropriate to the nature of the scenic river canyon, would set a bad precedent, and make the float
down the river less enjoyable and less of a recreation magnet, which could harm surrounding
communities that benefit from providing services to boaters heading to or from a river trip.

Again, I urge you to reject the permit application. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Michael Garrity

608 N Sheridan
Tacoma, WA 98403

4/15/2008
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From: Darin Goble [darin.goble@welocalize.com]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 5:26 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Joe Scott Dock Permit

Hello Kathy,

I hope that the letter below makes it to the appropriate folks in time for consideration:

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RE: Application for Permit #S79-20016

I write you to express my very strong opposition to issuing a permit to install a dock on the Salmon River near
Deer Creek. This proposed dock would encumber a significant public beach along the Salmon River and it
would be an unneeded and ugly intrusion on an otherwise beautiful and natural canyon. I and have often camped
on the beach at this site and it would be a sad day indeed if a man made dock were to be allowed to be built there.

The thousands of river users, private and guided folks who boat this section of river every year due to the natural,
scenic beauty of the river and its canyons would be directly and negatively impacted by this proposed dock.

As I understand it, the State ofIdaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the
exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from the proposal to
encumber public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would
be reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public, not to mention a man made intrusion to an otherwise natural environment.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Darin Goble
4550 NE 30th Ave.
Portland, Or. 97211

4/1512008



Page 10 of11

Ij)
Please, please, exercise ex~reme caution in reaching your decision on Joe Scoti'''s application for a permanent boat
dock on the Lower Salmon River near Deer Creek. For the past 40 years I have been floating this section of river,
(commercially, as an outfitter and guide since 1975) and have often camped on the beach at this very site.

It is bad enough that the palatial monster lodge built on the bluff above the beach can be seen for miles from both
the up and downstream direction. But now, Joe wants his own private dock and is willing to use his extreme
wealth and influence to buy whatever money can buy to make that possible.

Last fall when I first discovered his giant floating dock, it angered me enough, that I was just about ready to start
throwing rocks at the windows in his "Conspicuous Consumption Palace". I still see red when I think about his
ugly intrusions into an otherwise beautiful landscape canyon.

This is nothing more than elitism at its zenith, at the expense of the public good. Over the years I have guided
hundreds of people down the river, as I continue to do now. These people do not sign up for a river trip to see
more examples of man's design. They wish to get away from the mechanized landscape to a more natural
environment. These kinds of places are ever shrinking in the world today, not expanding. It is another prime
example of the "nature deficit disorder" so characteristic of our society and culture. Man's technology can never
replace what nature alone provides.

To allow Joe his dock would be a gross injustice to the general public and other businesses that depend on the
areas natural wonder for their professions. Over the years, the BLM and IDF&G have gone to great lengths and
spent vast amounts of money to secure easements and acquire lands to conserve the natural integrity of this scenic
canyon, wherever possible. It makes no sense to undermine these efforts and investments. It would be like
removing the foundation to a house and still expecting the roof to remain stable.

Favoring special use permissions of this magnitude represent a grand example of promoting "playgrounds for the
rich" and demonstrate a political corruption associated with those who think they can use their influence to buy
everything. Again, please, please, don't give in to the gross injustice this would surely be. I urge you not to grant
this special privileges application. As a public agency, the Water Resources Dept should apply management
direction towards the "public good".

Thank you for considering my comments.

Gary Lane
Wapiti River Guides (outfitter on the Lower Salmon)
Box 1125
Riggins, ID 83549

4/1512008



Gale, Kathy
,J

Page 1 of 1

From: Daniel Hawley [sweepboaler@cox.nel]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 4:58 PM

To: Gale, Kalhy

Subject: Proposed Dock al Deer Creek

I oppose the issuance of a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the Salmon River near Deer
Creek. I have boated the Salmon River for nearly 40 years and the proposal to build a dock is outrageous. There is no
need for a dock, boats have been safely beached since they were first used on the river. The alteration of the river
channel and the use of a public beach for this private dock should not be allowed under any circumstance.

Millions of dollars have been spent to protect and preserve the Lower Salmon River. Over the years the Bureau of
Land Management and Idaho Fish and Game have acted to limit development in the river corridor. Do not allow this
dock to be built.

Daniel Hawley
Box 49
Kelchum, 10 83340

208-726-4962
sweepboaler@cox.nel

4/1512008
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Gale, Kathy
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From: John Barker Obarker@clearwire.netj

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 3:25 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: permit #S79-20016

Attachments: Joe Scott Dock.doc

April 14, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200l6

I wish to state my strong opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock
on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along
the Salmon River.

The thousands of boaters this section of river every year because the uncluttered nature of the river and
its canyons. Permitting this dock could result in the loss of public use of the large beach where the dock
is located. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not a
private landowner. There is absolutely no value to be gained from this proposal to encumber public
lands, only loss. Even though the large beach adjacent could not be closed, boaters would be reluctant
to use it. And access to the beach would be reduced. There are many days when every beach on this
section of the river is in use. Any reduction in number of beaches, whether real or perceived, will have a
large impact on the Idaho boating public.

To allow any stream channel alteration or flow modifications in area of salmon habitat without a full
consultation with National Marine Fisheries would seem to be a violation of the endangered species act.
This location is a prime sturgeon fishing area and has been under study by the Nez Perce Tribe for at
least 5 years. I would ask that the Nez Perce tribe also be consulted on the adverse impacts of this action.

I suggest you to reject this application. There is reason no to permit the dock. Boaters safely secured
rafts, kayaks, jet boats and other craft to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for
the 30 years I have boated the Salmon River. It is unnecessary to install docks "secure" boats. Please
continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of users, rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

Sincerely,

John A.K. Barker
2124 Grelle Ave
Lewiston, Idaho 8350 I
(208) 743-7459

4/1412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: ROBERT MASONIS [rmasonis@msn.com]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 3:06 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Opposition to Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

To whom it may concern:

As a rafter who enjoys trips on the lower Salmon river, I am writing in opposition to the
proposed boat dock at the beach near Deer Creek, on property owned by the State of Idaho,
and urge you to reject the application for a permit. Boats can easily and safely be moored on
the beach with little or no inconvenience, and a dock would be clearly inconsistent with the wild
character and incredible scenic beauty of this magificent river.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Rob Masonis

4/14/2008
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From: 10m [Iom@psetrucking.comj

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 2:39 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Deer Creek dock proposal on Salmon River

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River. A private dock has no business on the Salmon River.

Lorn Hutchins
VP
Produce Supply Express, Inc.

4/1412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Ron Wise [wiser@clearwire.netj

Sent: Monday, April 14, 20082:26 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: application for dock

We are writing about Joe Scott's appiication to build a permanent dock near Deer Creek on the lower Salmon
River. This is Permit #SD79-20016.
My wife and I have rafted the lower Salmon River for over 30 years and have made about 40 trips. We treasure
this stretch of river because of the beauty, exciting rapids, wildlife, and wonderful beaches. For years we took our
children on this river and they enjoyed the trip and learned to row our raft.
BLM has worked hard for many years protecting this river and educating the pubiic to enjoy the river without
leaving traces of their visits.
I made my first trip in 1974 as a boatman and worked for several years. At that time few people knew about this
part of the Salmon. Since then it has grown in popularity and now there are thousands of rafters, both guided
trips and private trips.
The Idaho Dept. of Water Resources shouid reject this application because permanent boat docks have no place
on this very scenic and popular river.
Joe Scott and his miilions did build his manison above the river, which was his right as a land owner.
Building a boat dock on a public river is wrong and must be denied.
We believe that this is a country based on the rule of law, not people who have lots of money.
Thanks for considering ou r reasons for rejecting this appiication.

Sincerely,
Ron and Mirnsi Wise
3321 16th St., Lewiston, Id. 83501
208-746-9304

4/14/2008
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

tobiason mick [aquabox_@hotmail.com]
Monday, Aprii 14, 2008 2:11 PM
Gale, Kathy
Dock

Dear Kathy Gale,
thank you for taking the time to read this letter. Although i didn't write it, I whole
heartedly agree with all the valid points made. As a seven year river guide, I know that
the installation of this dock would de-value this wild and scenic river corridor.

Let me express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to
install a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a
huge public beach along the Salmon River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars
acquiring land and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and
protect the natural environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the
river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year
because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and
adversely impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large
beach to which it would be grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should
continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There
is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber public lands,
only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would
be reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is
private and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the
private development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and
respect private property rights. However, encumbering public property with such
development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit
the dock. Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access
adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the Salmon River. It is completely
unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to usecure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the
general public, rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely, Toby Mcmullen, Eugnen OR.

1
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From: Amy Kober [amykober@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 1:27 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Please oppose new dock construction on lower Salmon

I strongly oppose the construction of a new dock on the lower Salmon River by Joe Scott. I have floated
the Salmon many times, and a dock like that would hurt the unique character of the river, and the
experiences of those who seek a wild river experience.

Please protect the lower Salmon. Don't allow this dock to be built.

Thank you,

Amy Kober
6037 44th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136

4/1412008
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From: Anne McKee [Anne@McKeeReaIEstate.info]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 10:03 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

Hi Kathy

I am writing to protest the issuing of a permit to install a private dock on the Salmon River near
Deer Creek. I urge you to continue to limit development in the river corridor, and allow some
parts of Idaho to remain open to all, unencumbered by the private use of public property.

Protect Idaho, keep it wild.

Best Regards,

Anne McKee, Broker
McKee Real Estate
Anne@ McKeeRealEstate. info
208/634-9213

Service - Honor - Integrity

No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG.
Version: 7.5.5191 Virus Database: 269.22.12/1373 - Release Date: 4111/2008 9: 17 AM

4/14/2008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Jared liared@wyellowstone.com]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2008 11 :06 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: private dock on the salmon river

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive
use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber
public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Jared Forsythe
406-822-8282

4/1412008



Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Andy Munter [andymunter@cox.net]
Monday, April 14, 2008 7:26 AM
Gale, Kathy
deer creek dock

To whom it may concern- Please consider these official comments on Joe Scott's proposal to
put a dock by Deer Creek on the Lower Salmon. Having floated that section as a private
boater many times I think it would be very shortsighted and a bad precedent to allow a
dock in that area. The river's wildness is threatened in many ways.
To add a private dock would be a travesty. For years everybody has been parking their
boats on the beach. That can continue. Your responsibility must be to protect the
character of the river - not to add to the convenience of a landowner.

Andy Munter
box 4 Ketchum Id 83340

1



I am writing to express the opposition of Idaho Rivers United to issuing a permit for a stream
channel alteration permit to install a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek.

PO Box 633
Boise, ID 83701
B0Q.574-7481
Fax 2Q8.343.9376

www.ldahortvers.org

)
Aaron Golart
Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Pemlit #S79-200 16

Dear Aaron,

) April 14, 2008

EXEClII1VE DIRECTOR

Bill Sedivy
Boise

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Jim Bradford
lewiston

Buck Drew
Ketchum

Rick Eichstaedt
Spokane

AI Espinosa
Moscow

Peter Grubb
Coeur D'Alene

luVerne Grussing
Juliaetta

John Helmer
Boise

Tom Kovalicky
Grangeville

Jon long
Rexberg

Andy Munter
Ketchum

Bronwyn Myers
Boise

Jackie Nefzger
Boise

Cathy Nuxoll
Boise

Jon Ochi
Idaho Falls

Keith Stonebraker
Juliaetta

Tom Stuart
Boise/Stanley

As you are aware, Idaho holds title to its navigable waters and the lands beneath navigable
waters up to the ordinary high water mark. These waters and lands were transferred to Idaho by
the federal government at statehood and are to be beld and managed under the Public Trust
Doctrine. Tbese lands are not Idaho Trust Lands that are to be managed for the greatest financial
gain for the state ofIdaho. Instead, these Public Trust lands are to be managed into perpetuity
for the greatest public interest.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars
acquiring land and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the
natural environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor.
The thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year because of the natural,
scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely impacted by this dock.

Pennitting this dock would essentially result in loss of public use of the large beach to which it
would be grounded. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it
would be impacted, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is
private and off limits to tbe public and possibly result in conflicts between the landowner and
river users.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private
development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private
property rights. However, encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable,
especially given all the previous efforts by the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural
shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the Salmon River. It is
unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this application
and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Kevin Lewis, Conservation Director
Idaho Rivers United
P.O. Box 633
Boise, lD 83701
(208) 343-7481



April
14,2008

Ms. Kathy Gale
Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
POBox 83720
Boise, ill 83720

Dear Ms. Gale:

It is my understanding that illWR is considering an application from Mr. Joe Scott to install a
dock at Deer Creek on the Salmon River. I would like to express my strong opposition to this
proposal and request that you reject this application.

I have boated the Salmon River for 30 years and appreciate the extent to which the US Bureau of
Land Management has tried to retain the naturalness of the river. They have acquired many
parcels to preserve the integrity of the river, and they have a land use plan that prohibits on BLM
administered lands the very same use proposed by Mr. Scott. Mr. Scott's home overlooks a large
beach used by many boaters in the summer; a dock at this site would provide the appearance of
private ownership and would certainly eliminate public use of this area. In addition, approval of
this application would encourage a huge number of similar applications along the entire Salmon
River.

Your department's oversight of our Idaho waterways is a public trust. Allowing this proposed
use would be simply bending to individual interests at the expense of the public interest. It would
promote development in an area where your sister management agency is trying to prevent it, and
would promote the appearance of private property where there is none. Again, I encourage you to
reject this application.

Sincerely,

Scott Forssell
1275 E. Burnham Ave.
Hayden, ill 83835



April 9, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Comments on Joint Application for Permit #579-20016
Dock Application Near Deer Creek, Lower Salmon River, Idaho

RECEIVED

APR 142008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

Please find below, my comments regarding an application for a private dock on the
Lower Salmon River in the Deer Creek area. I want to go on record as against this
proposed dock installation. The presence of the dock in this stretch and most stretches
of the Lower Salmon River will give the public the illusion that private property rights
extend along the large public beach here and all along the "Lower".

It seems that the time proven standard practice of tying up to the beach works well for
the thousands cf iJS6iS each )t'esr and through the past hundred years, i do not see
where an adjacent private property owner is placed in any hardship by not following this
practice.

The public lands are always under attack especially where private property in holding
owners can force a wedge down to into a priceless public property gem. I believe this is
an unnecessary infringement on the public.

It is my understanding that the people of the State of Idaho through our State agencies
have spent many millions of dollars consolidating, acquiring property, and easements to
maintain and preserve public access to the Lower River and provide better quality
wildlife habitat. Issuance of a dock permit here seems to be contrary to many of the best
efforts, in my opinion, of the State to help safeguard this resource

It seems with the recent seasons of intense fires, the Lower Salmon has seen an
increase in use, with this increased use removal and buyouts of private property would
be more acceptable than installation of a very intrusive feature for use by a very narrow
segment of the population, this would be a precedent setting intrusion.

I implore you to deny this application. I can find no just reason to permit a dock here.

I personally believe the public would shy away from using this area, even more than they
do now, and would Ultimately result in privatizing this large section of public beach.
There is no value to the general public, only another point of galvanizing public opinion
against private property owners. A friend reported to me that last summer they were
shooed away when they beached their raft on this section by the "owners" who indicated
to them they owned this beach. While I do not advocate hostility and most river people
shy away from conflict, this really indicates to me that the presence of a dock would
instill a feeling of ownership of the beach by the dock permitees and would preclude use
of the beach by the real owners, the public.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this application.

Sincerely, ~

John J. Karpenko •
11457 N. Summit Loop
Hauser, Idaho Ba54 8 3 8$ '(
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April 9, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

To Whom It May Concern:

Subject: Toint Application for Permit #579-20016

RECEIVED

APR 14 2008
DEPARTMENT OF

WATER RESOURCES

Please add my voice to the chorus objecting to the application to permit a dock to be
constructed on the Lower Salmon River near Deer Creek. Not only is placement of a
permanent dock on public land for use by a private landholder obscene, the necessity of
a dock at that site is ludicrous.

Two years ago I implored then BLM river manager LuVerne Grussing to establish
access rules for the motorized constituency. This permit application serves to
underscore my concerns voiced at that time.

The Lower Salmon River brings visitors from across the country to the
Lewiston/ Grangeville/Riggins communities, where they spend considerable tourist
dollars. Historically, that population comprised clients of commercial float outfitting
businesses for recreational purposes as well as for fall hunting and fishing and the
private float boater community. Facilitating increased jetboat traffic on this remaining
open stretch of river will serve to make floating the Lower Salmon River less appealing
to the oar-powered users, no doubt negatively impacting the tourist dollar income for
those communities.

The Lower Salmon River is a valuable and fragile resource deserving the highest level
of protection. At a time when our population should be looking at ways to conserve
valuable petroleum resources, it's outrageous to facilitate turning one of the remaining
float access rivers into a playground for elitist fuel squanderers.

It's time our society said "Enough!" to the moneyed interests wrecking our public lands
for their self-serving interests. State and Federal agencies have invested substantial
sums to make the Lower Salmon River corridor accessible to the public at large. Say
"NO!" to this effort to compromise this Idaho jewel.

I strongly urge your agency to reject Permit #579-20016. Your consideration of my
request is appreciated.

Sincerely,

eJuanette Cremin
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Gale, Kathy

From: Amy Leppo [amyleppo@hotmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, April 13, 2008 9:27 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Deer Creek River Bridge

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive
use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber
public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Amy Leppo
326 Gregory Drive
Golden, CO
80403

4/14/2008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Natty Role [nattyrole@hotmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, April 13, 2008 7:02 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Joe Scott Proposed Dock at Deer Creek

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in IOtalloss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive
use of a private landowner. There is absolutely nO public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber
public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Natty Role

322 6th Ave.
Clark Fork, ID 83811

Get in touch in an instant. Get Windows Live Messenger now.

4/14/2008
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kathy,

wapiti@mosquitonet.com
Saturday, April 12, 2008 3:46 PM
Gale, Kathy
Do not ailow a permanent dock to be instailed at Deer Creek on the Lower Salmon...

I would like to formally oppose having a permanent dock of any sorts installed on the
Lower Salmon. This type of action invariably leads to further developments and
modifications. Ultimately it seems that this results in political settlements which
further degrade the natural character of a national treasure, in this case the Lower
Salmon River.

Even though I currently reside in Fairbanks, Alaska, my heart and even my former wife's
ashes remains with the Lower Salmon. Please help to keep it special.

Sincerely,

Barry Whitehill
2310 Larissa Drive
Fairbanks, Alaska 99712

1
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Gale, Kathy

From: Jessica Helsley Desshelsley@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, April 12. 2008 2:39 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

To Whom It May Concern;

We are writing to express our opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a
dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach
along the Salmon River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management have spent millions of dollars acquiring land
and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of
the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users
who boat this section of river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its
canyons would be directly and adversely impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it
would be grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public
use, not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from
this proposal to encumber public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed,
public access to it would be reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the
beach is private and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private
development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property
rights. However, encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given
all the previous efforts by the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

We urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock.
Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long
as boats have used the Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to
"secure" boats. Please deny this application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the
benefit of the general public, rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Jess Helsley & Greg Felten
Guides with ROW Adventures & Salmon River Experience

4/1412008



Gale, Kathy

From: Barry Dow [bdow@ctcweb.net]

Sent: Saturday, April 12, 200811 :41 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Permit # S79-20016

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

April 12, 2008

)
Page 1 of 1

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive
use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber
public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Lastly if this application is granted how could you deny others that may want similar favors?

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Barry Dow
191 Potter Lane
McCall, Id. 83638

411412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Bil Platts [bplatts@ecosystemsciences.comj

Sent: Saturday, April 12, 2008 11 :12 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Boat Dock at Deer Creek Location

I oppose the construction and location of a dock at the Deer Creek site on the Salmon River. What a bad
way to treat our only pristine river. Keep me posted on the decision making process.

Bill Platts

4/1412008



Gale, Kathy

From: Bram Role [bramrole@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, April 11 ,20086:18 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: NO DOCK AT DEER CREEK on Salmon River!!!

Kathy,

...)'
'.

Page 1 of 1

My name is Abraham Role. I am an Idaho resident and a recreational and commercial river user on the Salmon
River in Idaho.

I AM OPPOSED TO ANY KIND OF DOCK OR PERMAENT STRUCTURE OF ANY KIND AT DEER CREEK ON THE
SALMON RIVER. I co-own the Salmon River land at every point below the high water mark with every resident of
Idaho and the United States. I prefer the natural construction of the natural beaches and river canyon and I feel
that any dock or permanent object would take away from the natural beauty of the area. Thousands come to
Idaho and the Salmon River to get away from the impacts of man and enjoy the wild. We don't need any more
docks on the Salmon River and we don't want any more docks on the Lower Salmon.

I urge you...please help stop the dock construction on the Lower Salmon River.

Sincerely,

Abraham Role

Pack up or back up-use SkyDrive to transfer files or keep extra copies. Learn how.

411412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: cud1105@aol.com

Sent: Friday, April 11, 2008 5:08 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Joe Scott Dock on Salmon River

APRIL 11, 2008

Steve Cuddy
1076 Cee Way Loop
McCall, Idaho

RE: Joe Scott Application for permanent dock at Deer Creek Beach on Salmon River.

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am outraged that the State of Idaho would even consider allowing Joe Scott, or anyone else, to place a
permament private dock on a public river like the Salmon, effectively making a public beach on a well
traveled whitewater restricted to only his use.

I have camped on that beach many times, as have many other Idahoans and visitors to our beautiful
State. It is bad enough that Idaho alone allowed homes to be placed on the Snake below the Salmon
while Washington and Oregon did not. Don't ruin the Salmon too.

If you allow this, how will you refuse others. Soon the Salmon will be no longer a wild river, and that is
not in the interest of our State's many whitewater enthusuasts, nor our State's growing commerical
tourist industry. People don't come to Idaho to see more development, they come to see nature.

NO DOCK!

Sincerely yours,

Steve Cuddy

Get the MapQuest Toolbar, Maps, Traffic, Directions & More!

411412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Connie Evans [cevans2@iewiston.com]

Sent: Friday, April 11 , 2008 4:18 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Helio,
My name is Steve Evans. I have been an Idaho resident since i968. One of the reasons I moved to Idaho was

for the mountains and the rivers. My favorite river is the Lower Salmon, and I have "ran" it almost every year at
least once and some summers I have ran it as many as four times. I am not a professionai guide, although I have
worked for severai on different occasions. I hear from one of them that someone is proposing a permanent dock
at Deer Creek on the Lower Salmon. I am dead set against that. First of ali it is an intrusion upon the natural
river, and secondly, there is a great beach there already where any kind of craft can launch or land.
The more the the Lower Salmon River can be left alone the better for ali of the citizens that currently use the
river. Let us keep as much of Idaho as possible for everyone to enjoy and not for the wealthy few. Idaho is
special because much of it belongs to ali citizens. If and whaen that fact is no longer true wili be a sad day for ali
Americans and Idaho would not be what it has been and what it remains as this note is written. I pray that my
grandchildren and great granchildren can just be on the Lower Salmon and enjoy it as generations already have.

Thank You,

Steven R. Evans, 26340 White Rd. Lapwai, Idaho, 83540

4/1412008
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Idaho Dept. of Water
322 E. Front 8t.
Boise, ID 83720

Dear Ms. Gale:

Penelope Geisler [pageisler@yahoo.com]
Friday, April 11 , 2008 1:18 PM
Gale, Kathy
Re: Permit #879-20016

Resources

I am strongly opposed to the application to permit a permanent dock on the Salmon River
(#879-2006) .

As a natural waterway there is no place for such a man-made intrusion and no need either.

Please keep the Salmon free from unnecessary building and allow the wonder of the Salmon
to continue for generations to come.

Sincerely,
Penelope Geisler
22175 8. Cave Bay Rd.
Worley, ID 83876

DO You Yahoot?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around http://mail.yahoo.com
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Good Morning,

()

michaeLwassmuth@agilent.com
Friday, April 11 , 2008 10:53 AM
Gale, Kathy
michaeLwassmuth@agiient.com
Joe Scott Dock Request

()

l'd like to add my two cents and ask that a permit is not allowed for a boat dock on the
Lower Salmon near the Joe Scott property. This would only be the start of many to come
and that's not what is needed on this river.

I believe Mr. Scott could park his boat along the beach like everyone else I there's little
current in that spot of the river and if it is anchored properly he should have no
problem. The dock would be permanent and I know Mr. Scott is not at this house year
around, so I see no need for a dock year around.

On another note, last summer I was on the Lower Salmon with a commercial group, I am a
guide, one of our boats stopped at the beach below Mr. Scott's ranch and before long the
care taker was down at the beach with his four wheeler asking us what we were doing on the
beach and pretty much told the raft to move on. Is not the beach public property? A dock
would only make it more easily for the care taker to act more like it was "his ll property.

They have already carved a scare into the hillside for their four wheelers to get down to
the beach and each time I have been there, they have a regular path/road down to the
beach. Not what I'd like to see on the river.

Please do not allow this permit for a boat dock.

Regards, Respectfully,
Mike Wassmuth
5037 E Shoreline Drive
Post Falls, Idaho 83854

208-773-2273

1
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Gale, Kathy

From: Michael Beckwith [michaelbckwth@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, April 11 , 2008 9:59 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Cc: John Barker; michaelbckwth@yahoo.com

Subject: Comment on proposed dock on lower Salmon River in the vicinity of Deer Creek

The lower Salmon River is an invaluable and irreplaceable public resource. There is no question that it
meets the criteria and intent for inclusion in the Wild and Scenic River system, which should have
been accomplished long ago. Permanent docks that only benefit wealthy individuals are grossly
incompatible with these public resource values. The current proposal should be denied and a
moratorium on all future applications should be instituted until the Wild & Scenic designation issues are
resolved.

Thank you for the oppportunity to comment. Please enter it into the official record.

Michael A. Beckwith
8754 Schweitzer Mt. Rd. #15
Sandoint, ID 83864

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mai1.yahoo.com

4/1412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Janet Worthington [worthingtonjanet@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, April 11 , 2008 9:54 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Proposed dock on Lower Salmon at Deer Creek

Idaho Department of Water Resources:

The Lower Salmon, particularly from Hammer Creek on down to the confluence with the Snake River,
is perhaps the greatest boating experience in Idaho. The river is challenging enough to make it an
exciting whitewater adventure and the scenery is spectacular, in large part because there is little
evidence of human intrusion onto the view. The existing structures at Deer Creek are shocking
enough. Adding a dock would totally destroy that sense of being in a wild place.

Is a dock even necessary on a practical level? Hundreds of boaters each year use the Lower Salmon for
stays of one, two, three, and more days and carry their supplies from boat to land and back to the boat
and tie up their craft without needing a dock. Why should a dock be needed in this case? The supplies
will be still moved the same distance, people will still get off the boat, and the boat can still be tied up
securely without a dock.

Agencies always have to deal with the problem of balancing individual wishes with the needs of the
community. In this case, I encourage you to keep the experience of the entire boating community in
mind and reject the request for a dock for one individual.

Gary Worthington
8109 W. Powell SI.
Boise, ill 83714
208 853-2599

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com

411412008



Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Ms. Gale:

Joel Huettig Uoelhuettig@hotmail.comj
Friday, April 11 , 2008 9:39 AM
Gale, Kathy
Dock on the Salmon River

I hope I have your name correct, and I apologize if I deult. I am writing to comment on
the proposed dock to be built along the Lower Salmon River by a private land owner. I
have been a professional river guide for thirteen years, and have floated the Lower Salmon
many times.

The Lower Salmon is a unique resource, in that it has been largely undeveloped, despite
being entirely unprotected by any Wilderness, wild and Scenic River, or other National
Park-like status. This is a credit to sound management policies by the BLM, and
specifically long-time and recently retired manager Lavelle I don!t know his last name.

I would be disappointed to see a dock built along the river, and I would dare to speak for
most of the river guests I have guided, and say that they would be disappointed and even
dismayed to see any more development along the river. Most of our clients travel to our
great state to avoid the crowding and development of their hometowns and cities, and
greatly appreciate the chance to see the river in its natural state. A dock protruding
into the river would violate the feeling that the river is free-flowing. While I
understand that some of the land along the river is privately owned, as far as I
understand, the river and river bed up to the high water mark are in the public domain,
and as part of the public, I do not want a dock.

If Mr. Scott chooses to build a modest dock above the
times of high water to access the river, I guess that
strongly opposed to any riverside construction within

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joel Huettig

high water line and
is his prerogative.
the public domain.

use it during
But I am

Pack up or back up-use SkyDrive to transfer files or keep extra copies. Learn how.
hthttp://www.windowslive.com/skydrive/overview.html?
ocid=TXT_TAGLM_WL_Refresh_skydrive-packup_042 008
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April II, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
POBox 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Stream Alteration Permit #S79-20016

I am submitting this letter to express my opposition to IDWR issuing a permit for a
stream channel alteration to install a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. In my
estimation, the proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River, used for decades by the public.

Various state agencies, including the Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land
Management, and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and conservation
easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of
the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. Hundreds, if not
thousands, of river users boat this section of river every year because of the natural,
scenic values of the river and its canyons. This proposed dock would directly and
adversely impact the scenery and aesthetics of the area.

As a taxpayer and outdoorsman I oppose the permitting of this dock as it would
essentially result in total loss of public use of the adjacent beach to area. As a taxpayer, I
along with other residents are owners of this beach and I feel it should continue to be
manage for public use and not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There is
absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber public lands, only
loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private
and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the
private development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and
respect private property rights. However, encumbering public property with such
development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I ask that you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit
the dock. As an outdoor user of this area I can testify that boats have been safely secured
to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands historically used the Salmon
River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats.



., ..

Please deny this application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the
benefit of the general public, rather than a private landowner.

I appreciate the opportunity to submit my opposition on this proposal and would
appreciate a response concerning your final decision

Sincerely,

Robert Minter
P.O. Box 505
Cascade, ill 83611



United States Department of the Interior
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Cottonwood Field Office

I Butte Drive
Cottonwood, ill 83522-5200

http://www.id.blm.gov/offices/cottonwood

In Reply Refer to:
6510 (ill420)

April II, 2008

Aaron Golart, Stream Channel Specialist
State of Idaho Department of Water Resources
Stream Protection Program
322 East Front Street
P.O. Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

~
~~/.,.-,

TAKE PRIDE"
INAMERlCA

SURNAME/DATE

Craig Johnson
Biologist

Joe O'Neill

Outdoor Rec Planner

Stephanie Connolly

Field Manager - Sign

Return to: Karen Hendren

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016, Deer Creek LLC - Salmon River Boat Dock

Dear Mr. Golart:

This letter is in regards to a request for comments on the referenced Joint Application for Permit
to construct/install a boat dock in the Salmon River. Primary concerns identified are for
potential effects to water quality and visual/aesthetic quality of the Lower Salmon River. The
Lower Salmon River is known regionally and nationally for its fisheries values (e.g., ESA-listed
fish), ecological resources, scenic quality, and recreational values. We have reviewed the
application and the following comments are submitted for your consideration.

The beaches along the Salmon River are owned by Idaho Department of Lands and are available
for public use. The Bureau of Land Mangement (BLM) and Idaho Department of Lands entered
into a Cooperative Management Agreement on February 12, 1990, which allows the BLM to
assume the lead responsibility for management of the Lower Salmon River. This includes
maintaining all the undeveloped campsites along the river which includes the beaches.

Review of the application, drawings, and digital image was conducted, and such appears to
indicate that no new river access or road construction would occur; and if motorized access to the
boat dock occurs, such would be by using an existing road and driving across a beach.

The BLM Lower Salmon River Recreation Area Management Plan adopted on May 6, 1983,
discusses off-road vehicles stating that the designation of the public lands in the management



) }
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area is limited, with vehicle traffic restricted to existing roads and trails. Beaches fall under non
motorized designation and thus are closed to off-road vehicles.

BLM lands contiguous to the Salmon River and generally within one quarter mile of the Lower
Salmon River from Hammer Creek to the confluence with Snake River are designated as part of
the Lower Salmon River Area of Critical Environmental Concern (Federal Register, Vol. 54, No.
12, January 19, 1989). The purpose for this special management status was to maintain and
protect the high value resources of regional and national significance, which includes a variety of
resource values, and specifically that the area has national significance for its scenic quality.

The 112-mile segment of the Lower Salmon River, Long Tom Bar to the confluence of the
Snake River, was designated a study river in 1968. The river was found eligible and suitable,
and was recommended to Congress for inclusion in the National Wild & Scenic River System as
Recreational (59 miles Long Tom Bar to Hammer Creek) and Scenic (53 miles Hammer Creek
to the Snake River Confluence). Congress has deliberated the issue of designation numerous
times but has yet to act.

BLM guidance requires that interim management be developed and followed to protect the free
flowing nature, outstandingly remarkable values, and recommended classification of suitable
segments until congressional action regarding designation is taken.

The Lower Salmon River Recreation Area Management Plan adopted on May 6, 1983, discusses
Visual Resource Mangement (VRM) and says to allow no more visual intrusions on public lands
within the canyon. The BLM VRM category associated the with river corridor located in the
area of the proposed boat dock is a class II category meaning the object of this class is to retain
the exisiting character of the landscape. The level of change to the characteristic landscape
should be low. Management activities may be seen, but should not attract the attention of the
casual observer. A boat dock would attract attention to casual river users. Of the 112 miles of
river the BLM manages on the Lower Salmon River, there are no other boat docks.

As previously stated, the Lower Salmon River has a limited number of beaches along the river
where people camp while floating/jet boating on the river. Having a boat dock on a beach gives
the public the perception that the beach is not public and thus causes people to float by and look
for another place to camp. The general public would gain nothing from allowing this dock to be
installed. Several landowners along the Salmon Ri ver own jet boats and use them to access
property and cabins along the river without boat docks. All of the commercial jet boat operaters
along the Lower Salmon River use the natural beaches to park their boats to camp and recreate.

The BLM has spent $10,133,000 on conservation easements and purchases on 7,617 acres of
private lands along the Lower Salmon River over the last 20 years to protect the outstanding
remarkable values's and scenic nature of the river and to protect the corridor from developement.

BLM recommends the Joint Application for Permit #S79-200 16, Deer Creek LLC - Salmon
River Boat Dock be denied.

*** * * * * ** * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * **
JO'Neil1:kah:3791 :04-08-08:R:loc/admin/letters/60001080408 Deer Creek LLC Boat Dock

CENTRAL FILE CHRON CDA

* * * * * * * * * * * * * ** * * * ** * * * * * * * *



Thank you for providing this office the opportunity to comment on the application. If you have
questions regarding submitted comments, please contact me or Joe O'Neill at (208) 962-3245.

Sincerely,

IslStephanie Connolly
Stephanie Connolly
Field Manager

cc:
Corps of Engineers, Duane Mitchell
Idaho Department of Lands

* **** * **** *** '" **** '" *** *** ***
JO'Neill:kah:3791 :04·08-08:R:loc/adminlletters/6000/080408 Deer Creek LLC Boat Dock

CENTRAL FILE CHRON CDA

*** * **** * **** **** * *** *** * ***
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Eric Geisler [ericsgeisler@yahoo.com]
Thursday, April 10, 2008 9:22 PM
Gale, Kathy
Comment on Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front 8treet
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

The lower Salmon River is a free running segment vistied by many people each year. The
attraction is the natural beauty of the river and the ease of access. There are no docks
that I can recall from my many trips on that segment of the river.

The State and Federal government have managed the river in a natural state very
effectively. The river users, use the beaches openly because they are public and
unencumbered by development.

There is nothing to stop the applicant from beaching a boat along the shore just as the
recreational users do.

I suggest the application be DENIED to keep the river corridor and beaches available for
all users.

Eric Geisler
21775 8 Cave Bay Rd
Worley, ID 83876

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around http://mail.yahoo.com
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bob Burns [bburns83638@yahoo.com]
Thursday, April 10,20086:04 AM
Gale, Kathy
Stop permanent dock on Lower Salmon

Dear Department of Water Resources:

The disgraceful lImansionl1 on the Lower Salmon is already a horrible imposition on the
wildness of the Lower Salmon. A permanent dock should never be allowed on a river that
represents much of what people love about Idaho. Joe Scott's request for a permanent dock
should NEVER be considered a rational request if we really feel that the Lower Salmon is a
water resource.

Sincerely,

Robert E. Burns
Idaho resident for 31 years

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around http://mail.yahoo.com
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Gale, Kathy
.:)
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From: Pierre Herman [pierre0841 @yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, Aprii 10, 2008 5:10PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Cc: peter@ROWadventures.com

Subject: Comments on Application #879-20016

Please confirm receipt of this email.

TO:

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098
RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

We are writing to oppose the issuance of a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. We have been a commercial outfitter on the lower Salmon since 1982.
Our company, ROW Adventures, operates under permit from the BLM and a state outfitting license
issued by the IOGLB.

Each summer we take between 300 and 400 people on trips that pass by Deer Creek. Our business
employs over fifty seasonal employees. We spend tens of thousands of dollars in the counties adjacent
to the lower Salmon River. Other outfitters guide thousands more. In addition several thousand people
float this section of river on their own. These are your constituents that will be impacted by your
decision.

One of the key draws to this section of the Salmon is that much of it has been preserved in a "wild"
state, without development. This dock application, which would serve one property owner, would have
a strong, negative impact on the many thousands of users that float the river. God knows there are few
places left on earth where a person can travel and not see the hand of man. People yearn for these
places. It is bad enough that Mr. Scott has built structures on the hill above the river that are an affront
to the aesthetic sensibilities of all river users. There is no reason to allow yet another incongruous
intrusion.

As we are sure you know, over the past 25 years the BLM and Idaho Fish and Game have worked hard
to protect the natural beauty and relative wilderness of the lower Salmon. They have done this by
spending millions of dollars to acquire conservation easements while also making sure there was still
public access to the river. To compromise this expenditure of the publics' resources would be
irresponsible and reckless.

There is a negative economic impact to the State of Idaho that would also result from allowing this dock
to be built. We are not only concerned that our own business, which is the largest rafting outfitting
business in the State, would suffer from any more development along the Salmon and specifically from
the addition of a dock in the river, but are concerned for all business related to recreational floating on
the river. People pay outfitters to float rivers that have outstanding scenic values. They come to see
mountains, trees, wildlife and natural beauty, not houses on the banks and certainly not docks in the
river. If the lower Salmon gets a reputation as a place that has been overly developed and is no longer a
quality river trip, we and other outfitters will lose business. Suppliers to these businesses will in turn see
revenue decreases. And, local, county and state tax collections will suffer.

4/14/2008
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in addition, other private riv{)ers are also likely to quit coming and () them their dollars which are
spent in local lodging, food stores, gas stations, shuttle services and more will diminish. To allow for
the possibility of this economic loss for the benefit of one land owner is not acceptable.

For years boaters have simply beached their craft without the need for docks. The applicant's claims for
the need to "secure" craft is not justified, nor necessary when taken within this historical context. There
is no need for this to change for the convenience of one property owner.

If you were to permit this dock, it would also set a dangerous precedent and make it more likely for
other property owners to want to add docks. It is your responsibility to not simply consider this as a
one-time, one-case application, but rather, as the first step in what could be a larger cumulative impact.
The Courts have upheld the concept of cumulative environmental impacts in many instances. For
example, in the case of the Yellowstone River in Montana where a number of land owners wanted to
build rip-wrap to stabalize their banks, thus changing the river's natural course, cumulative impact was
deemed applicable. While anyone of these projects might have had minimal impact when considered
on it's own, when you added up five or ten such projects the cumulative impact was deemed
considerable and such that each application had to be considered within that context.

The same case is true here. You must consider this as the start of a potential cumulative impact as other
river users may also see this dock, if permitted, as a green light for their own docks.

There is absolutely no public benefit from allowing this dock. While the beach would technically
remain with public access, the fact is that river users are not going to feel comfortable using it if there is
a dock there. Already this beach has been severely compromised by the fact that the building on the
property above it looms over the beach like an barking watchdog. Since this is a public beach, the State
of Idaho, and your department, owe it to the people of Idaho to maintain its character and traditional
public use. Indeed it is your duty.

The West is proud of its individualism. However there are times when the good of the many must be
considered in contrast to the good of the few. In this case the applicant has no "rights" to build a dock,
and thus the issue is not muddied by property rights issues. Thus it should be an easy and simple
decision for you to deny this application since clearly the public would suffer and be negatively
impacted while a single property owner would benefit.

In summary, we urge you to deny this application. We appreciate the opportunity to comment and am
happy to provide any additional information.

Sincerely,

Peter Grubb & Betsy Bowen
Owners, ROW Inc.
PO Box 579
Coeur d'Alene ill 83816

Do You Yahoo!? .'
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com
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Gale, Kathy

From: Emilie Lewis [emilie.e.lewis@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2008 12:53 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Dock on Lower Salmon

Hello!!

I am writing in opposition to Joe Scott's proposed dock on the Lower Salmon at Deer Creek. As a river
guide for OARS I enjoy introducing our guests to the wild places of Idaho. For many of these people our
river trips are some of their first experiences with wild lands and I feel it is important to maintain the
areas as such. I feel a dock would significantly detract from river users experience on the Lower
Salmon. Moreover, further development on the Lower Salmon would undermine the uniqueness of the
area which is why people are attracted to it in the first place. Though I understand are respect the rights
of property owners, the State of Idaho has gone to great pains to acquire easements and limit
development in the area as to maintain its wild character. There would be no public benefit to this
dock running counter to the State's current objectives and actions in the area. Public lands and wild
spaces are essential to our national character and it is important that we take proactive steps to ensure
they remain this way for current users and future generations.

Thank you,

Emilie Lewis
1158 E 700S
Salt Lake City, UT
84102

4/14/2008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Scott Bortz [scott.bortz@coldwellbanker.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 10, 200812:52 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Lower Salmon River Dock

Kathy, This proposed dock is an outrage. Why does he need a dock on this wild and scenic
river????? To park his jet boat or motorized craft? There is no need to litter our wild and scenic
river with a dock or any other man made structure. This defeats the whole purpose of escaping
the ugliness of the urban world. It is sad enough to see this Mansion in the middle of our
WILDERNESS. SAY NO TO THIS PROPOSAL FOR EVERYONE'S
SAKE!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! NO DOCK ON THE LOWER SALMON WILD AND
SCENIC RIVER PERIOD. Scott Bortz Kayaker/river user

4/1412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Karl Geisler [karlrgeisler@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2008 11 :36 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Proposed Deer Creek Dock

Dear Ms. Gaie,

Having worked as a professional guide on the Lower Salmon for three years, I was shocked to see that the
Department of Water Resources was even considering a permanent structure in the river.

As the iongest undammed river in the lower 48, the Salmon River holds national acclaim and recognition. Peopie
come from all over the United States to enjoy the wild beauty of the Salmon River. Its whitewater, deep canyons,
and pristine beaches all combine to become one of the primer whitewater destinations of the world.

Building such a permanent, private structure on a wiid and public river would detract enormously from the
experience that users now enjoy. Boats of all kinds have used the beaches the Salmon River without docks for
years - the building of a dock is simply unnecessary. Furthermore, the presence of a permanent dock implies
beach ownership, which would restrict the use of public land.

A dock on the Salmon River would be an intrusive eyesore. For the beauty of the river, and the continued
enjoyment of all river users, please do not approve permit #S79-20016. The Salmon River should he preserved in
it's present state for future generations to enjoy, not changed for one user's unjustified whims.

Sincerely,

Karl Geisler
4255 Wedekind Road, 1225
Sparks,~ 89431

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com

4/1412008



Gale, Kathy

From: Robert Wrigley [robertwrlgley@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 10,2008 11 :22 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Dock at Deer Creek

Dear Ms. Gale,

.J
Page 1 of 1

I am writing to you to voice my opposition to Mr. Scott being allowed to build a permanent boat dock at
his property on Deer Creek, in the Lower Salmon River canyon. The rights of ownership are not open
ended, and in a place as scenic and historically significant as the Lower Salmon Canyon, the public's
right to keep the river as primitive as possible seems to me to trump Mr. Scott's deed. The Salmon
belongs to the people of Idaho, indeed to the people of the United State and all the world. It is a
resource of immeasurable value to all people, not simply one person lucky enough to own acreage along
its course.

Thank you for your consideration.

Robert Wrigley

Robert Wrigley
1068 Tolo Trail
Moscow, ill 83843
208.892.9517

4/1412008



Gale, Kathy

From: Robert C. Johnson [rcjohnson@lewiston.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2008 9:33 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Deer Creek threatened

April 9, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

I:)

•

Page 1 of 1

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
affected by this dock.

Allowing this dock to be built would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it
would be grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the
exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to
encumber public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would
be reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Yours sincerely,

Robert Coker Johnson
904 Warner Ave.
Lewiston, Idaho 8350 I

4/1412008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Josi Williams Dosirosebw@hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 09,20089:11 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Opposition to Dock Proposal

To Whom it May Concern;
As a river gUide on the lower Salmon for the last few summers, I can't imagine a permanent dock installed on the
river by Joe Scott's property. Every week I watched the progress of the construction of the mansion, and every
week it imposed more and more on the wild and scenic shores that have made the Salmon River famous. I
absolutely agree with LuVerne (and all other river rafters I'm sure), that allOWing this dock to be installed will
work against everything that so many people have fought for: to preserve the beauty and uniqueness of the
longest un-dammed river in the lower 48.
Please reject this application so that we can continue to share and enjoy this beautiful river. My dad tells stories
about the Salmon River that still ring true today, and I hope to be able to share those stories with my children
who will be able to experience the Salmon River like so many generations before (with minimal privatization and
building on its shores).

Thank you and please feel free to contact me if needed.

Josi Williams

208-250-4539

Going green? See the top 12 foods to eat organic.

4/1412008



Gale, Kathy

From: Dean Bennett [dean_bennett@nic.eduj

Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2008 3:15 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: RE: Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

April 8, 2008

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #579-20016

,)
Page 1 of 1

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River.

Thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the
river and its canyons would be directly and adversely impacted by this dock. Linda and myself have boated this
river for over 18 years and truly love this section.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the
exclusive use of a private landowner. A structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is
private and off limits to the public. The large house with private road access to the beach gives boaters the
impression that this is a private beach as it is, so further beach development would definitely change the public
view.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However,
encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by
the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

We urge you to reject this application. In the past boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural
shoreline to access adjacent lands this system works and will continue to work without intrusion onto the beach
or into the river. Please deny this application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the
benefit of the general public, rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Dean & Linda Bennett
125 S. Laurel St.
Post Falls, Idaho 83854

4/912008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Gary and Barb Lane [wapitirg@spro.net]

Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2008 2:26 PM

To: Gaie, Kathy

Subject: deny special privileges

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0098
RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

DearIDWR,

Please, please, exercise extreme caution in reaching your decision on Joe Scott's application for a permanent boat
dock on the Lower Salmon River near Deer Creek. For the past 40 years I have been floating this section of river,
(commercially, as an outfitter and guide since 1975) and have often camped on the beach at this very site.

It is bad enough that the palatial monster lodge built on the bluff above the beach can be seen for miles from both
the up and downstream direction. But now, Joe wants his own private dock and is willing to use his extreme
wealth and influence to buy whatever money can buy to make that possible.

Last fall when I first discovered his giant floating dock, it angered me enough, that I was just about ready to start
throwing rocks at the windows in his "Conspicuous Consumption Palace". I still see red when I think about his
ugly intrusions into an otherwise beautiful landscape canyon.

This is nothing more than elitism at its zenith, at the expense of the public good. Over the years I have guided
hundreds of people down the river, as I continue to do now. These people do not sign up for a river trip to see
more examples of man's design. They wish to get away from the mechanized landscape to a more natural
environment. These kinds of places are ever shrinking in the world today, not expanding. It is another prime
example of the "nature deficit disorder" so characteristic of our society and culture. Man's technology can never
replace what nature alone provides.

To allow Joe his dock would be a gross injustice to the general public and other businesses that depend on the
areas natural wonder for their professions. Over the years, the BLM and IDF&G have gone to great lengths and
spent vast amounts of money to secure easements and acquire lands to conserve the natural integrity of this scenic
canyon, wherever possible. It makes no sense to undermine these efforts and investments. It would be like
removing the foundation to a house and still expecting the roof to remain stable.

Favoring special use permissions of this magnitude represent a grand example of promoting "playgrounds for the
rich" and demonstrate a political corruption associated with those who think they can use their influence to buy
everything. Again, please, please, don't give in to the gross injustice this would surely be. I urge you not to grant
this special privileges application. As a public agency, the Water Resources Dept should apply management
direction towards the "public good".

Thank you for considering my comments.

Gary Lane
Wapiti River Guides (outfitter on the Lower Salmon)
Box 1125
Riggins, ID 83549

4/912008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Brigitte Derel [ttigerlily@hotmail.eom]

Sent: Wednesday, Aprii 09,2008 2:05 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: dock proposal

Dear Kathy,
Hello, I just wanted to share my concerns regarding the Salmon and the proposal to allow a private dock on
public land. I feel that it would greatly take away from the natural beauty of the area and make it much less of a
wilderness experience. Please consider all the folks like me, who head to rivers like the Salmon to experience
nature and get away from development. The canyon is an important place for many many people. It is public
land that Idaho has fought to keep. Please do not support this proposal. Pristine land is hard to find, we have to
hold tight to what we have for the future and for the present. This river is home to many animals, as well and
boaters who love it. Please think about the whole picture!!
Thank you for your time!
Brigitte Derel

Get in touch in an instant. Get Windows Live Messenger now.

4/912008



Gale, Kathy
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From: John Fisher [jwfisher@starband.netj

Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2008 10:17 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Dock on the Lower Salmon

Re: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

For over 35 years I have boated the Lower Salmon, shared the biology & History
with hundreds of clients, and helped identify the cultural sites with the
archeologist. A private dock is inappropriate on this stretch of river and
unnecessary and will inhibit the use of the public beach on or near which it sits.
Please reject this unnecessary private intrusion on a highly popular river.

John W. Fisher
25216 Arrow Highline Rd.
Juliaetta 10 83535
208-843-7159

4/9/2008
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Gale, Kathy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

jessica.evanswall@duke.edu
Tuesday, April 08, 2008 6:02 PM
Gale, Kathy
Application for Permit #579-20016

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration
to install a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek.
The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon River.

I grew up for in a cabin on Hells Canyon and love the fact that private home owners can
live in such an amazing place. I strongly believe, however, that these private landowners
should not in any way limit access to public land. The Lower Salmon River is a public
river and is cherished by so many, it would be a shame to exclude the public form
experiencing the magic of this place.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars
acquiring land and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and
protect the natural environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the
river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year
because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and
adversely impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large
beach to which it would be grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should
continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There
is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber public lands l

only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it
would be reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach
is private and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway.
While the private development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand
and respect private property rights. However, encumbering public property with such
development is unacceptable I especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

Please reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the
dock. Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access
adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the Salmon River. It is completely
unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to II secure II boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the
general publicI rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.
cheers
Jess

1



Gale, Kathy

From: Lillebo, Karen E [lillebo@bendres.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2008 5:24 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
POBox 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

April 9, 2008

Dear Idaho Department of Water Resources:

.)
Page 1 of 1

Please reject the application for a permit to build and/or place a boat dock on the lower Salmon River at
the beach near Deer Creek, on property owned by the State of Idaho.

The lower Salmon River is a regional scenic and recreational treasure and an important destination
resource for the thousands of people who enjoy its beaches, geology, natural scenery and invigorating
whitewater each year. These people contribute dollars to the economies of Riggins, Whitebird,
Grangeville and other nearby communities. In recognition of the public value of this stretch of river, the
State of Idaho and federal government have spent millions of dollars acquiring property and easements
therein.

The proposed dock represents a negative step in the cumulative degradation of the lower Salmon River's
natural beauty and usability. Due to the stability of flows on this river, a dock is not at all necessary for
the safety of the permit applicant's boat(s). Boats can easily and safely be moored on the beach with
little or no inconvenience.

Please do not damage this public treasure with inappropriate development. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,

Karen E. Lillebo
1629 NW Fresno Ave
Bend, Oregon 97701

4/912008



Gale, Kathy
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From: R. Bailey [icilybear@eonLcom]

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2008 5:08 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

SUbject: Permit #579-20016

Allachments: Opposition to Lower Salmon Dock.doc; ATI884835.htm

Ms. Gale: Please accept the attached letter in opposition to Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016.
Thank you.

Richard K. Bailey

4/912008



Gale, Kathy
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From: Morag Prosser [morag@ROWadventures.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April OB, 200B 5:00 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Joint Application for Permit #879-20016

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise,ID 83720-0098

Dear Kathy

RE: Joint Application for Permit #579-20016

Please add my support to the comments below - I could not have worded it better myself

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon
River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and
adversely impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use ofthe large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the
exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to
encumber public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would
be reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to
the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However,
encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by
the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have
been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used
the Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny
this application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather
than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Morag Prosser

4/912008
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2006 and 2007 Award Winner for "Tours of a Lifetime" by National Geographic Traveler.
2008 Top Ten "Trips of the Year" from Outside Magazine.

Morag Prosser
Adventure Consultant

ROW Adventures - Rafting, Fishing, Canoeing and more in the USA
ROW Adventures
ROW International - Worldwide Adventures
ROW International
River Dance Lodge - Idaho's Outdoor Adventure Resort
River Dance Lodge

PO Box 579
Coeur d'Alene, 1083816
tel 208-765-0841 fax 208-667-6506
email morag@rowadventures.com

4/912008
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Gale, Kathy
()
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From: Hutch [hutch@psetrucking.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2008 4:27 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016

1 am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a dock on the
Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the Salmon River
The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

1 urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.
I'm taking this protest letter from LuVem Grussing who 1fully support. This river is to beautiful to have dock on
it.
1 have floated this section of river for last 23 years and just gets better each time. 1 can't wait to take my grandkids
on the Lower salmon. 1m hope they will enjoy this free flowing river long after I'm gone. ( without docks ).

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely, John E Hutchins
3710 W Little Rock st.
Spokane,Wa.99224

4/812008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Koni Konigsberg [Koni@ROWadventures.com]

Sent: Tuesday, Aprii 08, 2008 4:21 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: RE: Joint Appiication for Permit #879-20016

I am writing to express my complete opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install a
dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public beach along the
Salmon River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars acquiring land and
conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the natural environment of the Lower
Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor. The thousands of river users who boat this section of
river every year because of the natural, scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely
impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which it would be
grounded. The State ofIdaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for public use, not the exclusive
nse of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be gained from this proposal to encumber
public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not be officially closed, public access to it would be
reduced, since a structure such as this would give the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the
public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private development that
it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private property rights. However, encumbering
public property with such development is unacceptable, especially given all the previous efforts by the public to
protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock. Boats have been
safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for as long as boats have used the
Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this
application and continue your management of the Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a
private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,
Koni Konigsberg
Director of Operations

2006 and 2007 Award Winner for "Tours of a Lifetime" by National Geographic Traveler.
2008 Top Ten "Trips of the Year" from Outside Magazine.

ROW Adventures - Rafting, Fishing, Canoeing & More in the U8A
www.ROWadventures.com
ROW Internationai - Worldwide Adventures
www.ROWinternational.com
River Dance Lodge - Idaho's Outdoor Adventure Resort
www.RiverOanceLodge.com

PO Box 579
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83816
tel. 208-765-0841 Fax 208-667-6506
Emaii koni@ROWadventures.com

4/912008
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Gale, Kathy

From: Robert House [biohouse@cableone.net]

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2008 3:31 PM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Joe Scott proposed permanent dock at Deer Creek

I oppose the installation of a permanent dock on the lower Salmon River at Deer Creek. Although bad enough as
a single dock, approval of this dock could open the gates for numerous more docks, which could have serious
cumulative negative effects on the Saimon River and fishery it supports. Deny the permit. Hopefully the COE will
also deny the 404 permit.

Bob House

No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG.
Version: 7.5.519/ Virus Database: 269.22.9/1364 - Release Date: 4/7/2008 6:38 PM

4/812008



April 8, 2008
Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street
PO Box 83720
Boise, ill 83720-0098

RE: Joint Application for Permit #S79-200 16

I am writing to express my opposition to issuing a permit for a stream channel alteration to install
a dock on the Salmon River near Deer Creek. The proposed dock would encumber a huge public
beach along the Salmon River.

Idaho Fish and Game and the Bureau of Land Management and have spent millions of dollars
acquiring land and conservation easements in this area to preserve public access and protect the
natural environment of the Lower Salmon River by limiting development in the river corridor.
The thousands of river users who boat this section of river every year because of the natural,
scenic values of the river and its canyons would be directly and adversely impacted by this dock.

Permitting this dock would essentially result in total loss of public use of the large beach to which
it would be grounded. The State of Idaho owns the beach, and should continue to manage it for
public use, not the exclusive use of a private landowner. There is absolutely no public value to be
gained from this proposal to encumber public lands, only loss. Even though the beach would not
be officially closed, public access to it would be reduced, since a structure such as this would give
the appearance that the beach is private and off limits to the public.

The dock would be (is) a visual intrusion on an otherwise natural waterway. While the private
development that it would serve is also an intrusion, people understand and respect private
property rights. However, encumbering public property with such development is unacceptable,
especially given all the previous efforts by the public to protect the Lower Salmon.

I urge you to reject this application. There is absolutely no justifiable reason to permit the dock.
Boats have been safely secured to the beaches and natural shoreline to access adjacent lands for
as long as boats have used the Salmon River. It is completely unnecessary to install an intrusion
such as this to "secure" boats. Please deny this application and continue your management of the
Salmon River for the benefit of the general public, rather than a private landowner.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

LuVerne D. Grussing
23860 Hewett Road
Juliaetta, ill 83535
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To whom it may concern,

I am writing in regards to the application for the boat dock at Deer Creek in the Lower
Gorge of the Salmon. I am completely against this. I've worked down there as a float
guide since '96 and as a powerboat guide as well from 2002. I also have a few dozen
private trips there as well as the Lower Salmon is one of my favorite areas. There are so
few places left for us to "get away from things". One of the best things about that section,
in my opinion is the lack of development. I also know that is no accident and that it took
a concentrated effort over a long period of time to insure that it stays that way. However,
it seems that there is always someone trying to change things. I'm not thrilled with new
houses being built, but building a big dock out in the water is just too much. It's certainly
not necessary. As a Coast Guard licensed pilot, I know that there is absolutely no reason
that a powerboat cannot be adequately secured to lines from the shore. It's strictly for the
convenience of one at the cost of intrusion upon everyone else. Or perhaps it's just for the
"look at my fancy dock" effect. Not to mention the certainty that as soon as one dock
goes in the requests will be in for others. Please stop it now. Lets keep the Wild Salmon
as wild as possible for as long as possible. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Doug Dennis
454 Seven Devils Rd
Riggins, ill 83549
208.628.3184
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Gale, Kathy

From: Carol Furey-Werhan [Carol@LewisCountyID.Org]

Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2008 10:52 AM

To: Gale, Kathy

Subject: Joint Application Permit 3879-20016 Deer Creek LLC--8almon River

Apri13,2008

Regarding the Joint Application for Permit #S79-20016
Deer Creek LLC-Salmon River

Lewis County Planning and Zoning Department, Nezperce, ID approves the above referenced proposal
sent with the leller from Duane Mitchell, Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla, WA

Sincerely,

Carol Furey-Werhan
Lewis County Planning & Zoning Coordinator

41712008
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~~~ REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

Regulatory Division

')
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

WALLA WALLA DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
201 NORTH THIRD AVENUE

WALLA WALLA, WASHINGTON 99362-1876

March 31, 2008

. )

RECEIVED

APR 022008
WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION

SUBJECT: NWW-2008-00229-W04 (Idaho State No,: S79-20016)

Mr. Dennis Moyer
Deer Creek, LLC
501 Baybrook Court
Boise, Idaho 83706

Dear Mr. Moyer:

We reviewed your proposed placement of a floating dock in the Salmon River which is
described in your March 19,2008 Joint Application for Pernlit. Based on the infornlation you
provided, your work will not involve a discharge of dredged or fill material below the ordinary
high water mark of Salmon River or in wetlands, Therefore, a Department of the Am1y permit
will not be required for your project.

Your project, as proposed, may affect the Snake River Sockeye salmon (Oncorhynchus
nerka), Snake River steelhead (Oncorynchus mykiss), and the Snake River Spring/Summer
Chinook (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) which are protected under the Endangered Species Act of
1973,. as amended, Under the Endangered Species Act, it is illegal to kill, harm, harass, possess
or remove protected species from the wild, We strongly suggest you contact the NOAA
Fisheries Service, telephone208-983-4060, before you begin any work at this site to ensure that
you comply with provisions of the Endangered Species Act.

This determination applies only to Department ofine Am1y permits administered by the
Corps of Engineers, Your project may also require permits from other Federal, state, and local
agencies. Your project may require a permit from me Idaho Department of Water Resources, In
addition, your project may require a permit from your local city or county zoning office if they
adopted a local floodplain management ordinance under the National Flood Insurance Program,
You should contact mese agencies to obtain any necessary permits prior to starting construction,

We are interested in your thoughts and opinions concerning the quality of service you
received from me Walla Walla District, Corps of Engineers Regulatory Division, If you have
Internet access and are interested in letting us know how we are doing, you can complete an
electronic version of our Customer Service Survey form on our web site at:
http://per2,nwp,usace,army.millsurvey.html which will be automatically submitted to us,
Alternatively, you may call and request a paper copy of the survey which you may complete and
return to us by mail or fax,



State of i)aho ,)

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
322 East Front Street· P.O. Box 83720· Boise, Idaho 83720'-0098

Phone: (208) 287-4800· Fax: (208) 287-6700 • Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov

March 26, 2008

Duane Mitchell
Corps of Engineers

Walla Walla District

201 North 3rd Street

Walla Walla WA 99362-1876

RE: Joint Application for Pennit #S79-20016

Deer Creek LLC - Salmon River

C. L. "BUTCH" OTTER
Governor

DAVID R. TUTHILL, JR.
Interim Director

To Whom It May Concern:

Enclosed is a copy of the above referenced application for a pennit to alter a stream
channel. Please review the application and reply with your comments or objections to this
Department by April 14, 2006.

At the end of the comment period a decision to approve or deny the application will be
made based on the infonnation that has been received. If the department does not receive a
reply, we will assume you have no comment. For your convenience you can email your
comments to Kathy. gale@idwr.idaho.gov If you have any questions regarding the proposal,
please contact the applicant at the address and phone number listed on the enclosed application,
or contact this office.

Sincerely,

7
Aaron G lart
Stream Channel Specialist
Stream Protection Program

Cc: F&G, DEQ, Lewis County, BLM. Lands



,.---,--------',--.,
p,

\ALSCGfT

October 26, 2007

501 Saybrook Court
Boise, Idaho 83706-3963
P.O. Box 70001 • Boise, Idaho 83707-0101

TELEPHONE: (208) 424-3840

FAX: (208) 424-3850

RECEIVED

OCT 292007
Mr. Aaron Golart
Stream Channel Specialist
Western Region
Idaho Department of Water Resources
2735 Airport Way
Boise, Idaho 83705

RE: Floating Dock
Lower Salmon River near Deer Creek
Lewis County, Idaho

Dear Mr. Golart:

WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION

I thought that it might be helpful to follow up on our telephone conversation oflast week.
You had inquired about our dock located on the Lower Salmon River in Lewis County.

As we explained, we worked with Mr. Erv Ballou at the Idaho Department of Water
Resources in reviewing the details of the project. In addition, as suggested by Mr.
Ballou, we contacted the U.S. Bureau ofLand Management and the Idaho Department of
Lands to see ifthey had any concerns. Both agencies stated that they were okay with the
project as proposed.

The contact at the Cottonwood, Idaho BLM office is Mr. Kurt Pavlat at telephone: 208
962-3256 or 208-962-3779. I spoke to Mr. Pavlat on this matter on March 21, 2007.

I contacted Mr. Thorn Hawkins at the Craigmont, Idaho office of the Idaho Department
ofLands at telephone: 208-924-5571. I spoke to Mr. Hawkins on April 9, 2007.

Mr. Ballou notified me of IDWR's approval on April 23, 2007.

Again, thank you for your help.

Sincerely,
Deer Creek LLC

4JJ;U1f -
Dennis.Moyer
Vice President Real Estate
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March 19,2008

501 Baybrook Court
Boise, Idaho 83706-3963
PO. Box 70001 • Boise, Idaho 83707-0101

R EIVED

MAR 2 12008 TELEPHONE (208) 424-3840

~J~M~S~~~lg~s FAX (208) 424-3850

Mr. Aaron Golart
Stream Channel Specialist
Western Region
Idaho Depat1ment of Water Resources
2735 Airport Way
Boise, Idaho 83705

Re: Floating Dock

Dear Mr. Golart:

As you have requested, we are providing the attached Joint Application For Permits form
for your files and include copies of the descriptive information that we submitted
previously for the approval of the portable floating dock located at Deer Creek on the
Lower Salmon River. It is important to again note that this information originally was
submitted in 2007 as specified and distributed to agencies as state officials directed. The
project was approved by each of those agencies.

As explained in the April 2007 letter to Idaho Water Resources, Deer Creek LLC owns
property on the Lower Salmon River in the vicinity of Deer Creek, in Lewis County,
Idaho near the Nez Perce County line (Nl/2 of Section 27; T 31 N; R 3 W.). The private
cabin on the property is maintained for personal non-conU11ercial use.

The floating dock is portable and is removed from the river each winter to avoid high
water and debris during spring runoff. The dock is anchored by chains above the high
water mark and secured on the river side by pOl1able, precast concrete anchors.

There are no permanent anchor bolts or pylons installed either below the high water mark
or into the river bed. In addition, the dock site is located along the nOl1h bank of the river
channel and in slack water along a sand bar that is well away and out from the main
current and flow of the river. The river flow, river bank, and river bed are not altered.

We were told on several occasions that an Encroachment Permit was not required but it
would be necessary to get a review and approval by the appropriate agencies directly
involved in this pat1 of the Salmon River. Those agencies were Idaho Department of



)

Water Resources in Boise and Idaho Department of Lands Craigmont Office. We also
contacted the Bureau of Land Management in Cottonwood about the project.

An information package was assembled that included a description of the project, aerial
photos, location maps, sketches of the dock, pictures of the site; manufacturer's brochure;
drawings and photos of the river location; etc. After their careful review, each of these
various agencies gave their approval to proceed with the project.

Based on this unanimous approval, the floating dock system was purchased, transported
to the property and assembled, then installed at the site as proposed. The dock was used
late that summer and through the fall season. In late fall, the dock was removed and
stored. The entire system worked very successfully as planned and designed.

If you have any questions, please call me at 208-424-3865 or email at
dmoyer@alscott.com.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Deer Creek, LLC

D~~---
Vice President, Real Estate



Gale, Kathy

Page 1 of2

To "Erv Ballouo <Erv.Ballou@idwr.gov>

From: Ballou, Erv

Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2007 12:37 PM

To: . 'Dennis Moyer'

Cc: Golart, Aaron; Gale, Kathy

Subject: RE: Proposed Floating Dock

Dear Mr. Moyer:

As discussed in my phone message, I replyed to your email with the design information attached on April
23, 2007. After review of the information you sent, which was inling with our phone

discussion, I determined your proposed floating dock does not need a steam channel alteration permit
from the Idaho Department of Water Resources. That includes the weighted ancors, provided they

they are removed from the riverbed when the dock is taken from the river.

If you have any additional quesiton~ please do not hesitate to contact this office or Aaron Golart in our
Western Regional Office at (208) 334-2190

Erv Ballou
Coordinator
Stream Protection Program

-----Original Message-----
From: Dennis Moyer [mailto:dmoyer@alscott.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2007 11:19 AM
To: Ballou, Erv
Subject: Fw: Proposed Floating Dock

Erv. I am resending this to make sure that the email address is corrected. Dennis
..... Forwarded by Dennis Moyer/ALSCOTT/JKAF on 04/24/2007 11 :16 AM ~.._.

Dennis Moyer/ALSCOTT/JKAF

04/24/200710:18 AM
cc

Subject Proposed Floating Dock

To "Dennis Moyer" <dmoyer@alscott.com>

Erv: Attached are the drawing and pictures of the style of dock that is proposed for the Salmon
River adjacent private property in Lewis County. I'm certainly no artist, but hopefully the sketch is
helpful. If you have any questions, please call me at 424-3865.

Thanks again for your help.

Dennis

----- Forwarded by Dennis Moyer/ALSCOTI/JKAF on 04/24/200710:11 AM ----

"Alscott" <rbutler@alscott.com>

04/23/200706:03 PM
cc

Subject Attached File



ALSCarT

April 23. 2007

501 Baybrook Court
Boise. Idaho 83706-3963
P,O. Box 70001 • Boise. Idaho 83707-0101

R ~EJVED

MAR 2 I 20G8
WATER RESOURCES TELEPHONE: (208) 424-3840
WESTERN REGION

FAX: (200) 424-3850

Mr. Ervin Ballou
Coordinator Stream Protection Program
Idaho Department of Waler Resources
PO Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098

RE: Proposed Dock
Salmon River, Lewis County, Idaho

Dear Mr. Ballou:

Via E-Mail: <fu.Ballou@idwr.idallO.gov>

As requested I have attached a drawing and some pictures to describe of the type of floating dock
being proposed on the Salmon River. Hopefully when you combine these with the information I
submitted earlier, there will sufficient detail for your approval.

The dock is to be made up components that are each approximately 6 ft 6 in. wide and 9 It. 9 in.
long. Six (6) of these dock sections (see attached drawing with dimensions) will be interlockcd
together to form a "r configuration. This will result in two legs of the "r which arc approximately
29 ft. 3 in. long and 6 ft 6 in. wide.

The dock will be anchored to a rock outcropping on private property, above the high water line. A
series ofconcrete anchors with eye bolts will be attached with chains or cable to secure the dock on
the watcr side. These anchors will portable and of a size that can be removed along with the dock
each season during the high water periods.

The nearby slope of the sand bar will allow a convenient place to access the shore with a tractor or
other equipment to haul the dock and anchors out of the river and away to storage ahove the high
water line.

As noted previously the river's main channel and flow of the eUITent is along the opposite side and
against the south shore line. The dock will be located on the north side in slack water which has
created the sand bar.

Please let me know if you have any questions. My phone number is 424-3865 and email
dmoyer@alscott.com.

Sincerely,
Deer Creek, LLC

D~
Attachments.
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• Agreement
For COQperatlVQ MatlAl'lemelll of th.. Low... SalrngM River

A Propostld National WlIli and Scenic RIver.

This·agreemellt i( betweeu tho Ulliu.d Stat.. of America. aeling by ""d through
the Iclabo.State Director, Bureau of Land ~eIIl, """ th~ Stale of Idaho, acting
tJuoough the· Slal~ 80..<1. of 1.aJld ColllmlssJoncrn. III ptitpq.le IS to pt()~d~ for
eaOpel'lluve IIWllIll"'IIellt ()t the 10,."".. Sahllon B.ivl'r (1.0"8 Tom. Bar to the Snake
River) and lUijaCl:Ilt lan& within the corridor which II proposed as an additloll to the .
NadolW Wild !\lid Scenic River systOIll.

Tho authority for cnteclDg into !hi< agreement is provided by Cooperati've
Agreement ldaho-1S2 betweCll ~ Go=or of Idaho and the Stato Ditectot, Burea.lI of
Lan.d MlU\~<:Ilt, U.s. Departznent of the I:nt<:rior, ""d Se«io... 58-104 (9) and 58·
:134, tdaho Cad.. .

WlIEREAS, the Slate of Idaho, up"" a<!missl"" to the UlllQfl b1 1890, gmned
title to the beds af all navil1able bedi... of water put'$ll8Jll to the equal. footing doctrine
(including the bods of tl1e ~abnOIl River bClle.th the I1Ovigablo potUQJ:l$l. whicll llad not
bee" praViowy ""..""}'Cd pumwlt to llll. aet of Co"!l"eIS lnuII!1' a spec!lil d\ltjl or public
Oldgency; """ . . .

WHEREAS. the State of Idaho, the United Stat.. of America, IUtd. their
agen.eies wish to amtte that withbl. the limits 'prescribed by law, each lmplerru:* and
=ri"" out to its b...t abllity management policies jointly developed and appr()ved. for
tho ri~er and adjacent lands; .

NOW nrE.REFORE, the United Still"" of Amerlca acting th:roUllh Ib.e BUr....u
of La:od MlImlglllI1enr, I~o State Direeto<, aad through. the Governor 01 Idaho, State
of Idaho, mutually agr.e U) the following:

A. . The Bureau o£ Land M_gemen.t will continuo to "'SUII!e th.dead
resr.0mibiJitll for ~eot ot the 1<l1\'llr SahnOll Rivex'. Management acrioD.! to date
inc ude the hit:\ng of rIver lnll1l"llell1ent Pll1'SOMd, devcloplnent of a recreation
mlUl~ent· plllJl for 'lisko. !'t'0teet:lall and COIItrol, alId the estabWibmen.t of .. resource
area lieadql1llrlm at COttOl1WQod, IlWm. The llLM ha$ patrolled th~ river during the
1975 throuJi:h 1988 fiQlll: 5el1!Oas. l:OUecred .,;mar lise data; iMmul c=merclal float
pel'Ulits,~d "" edlIeationol pr<;>gr1lll, b1vcntorled poton.tial C31Ill}siIOll, $ut\leyed·
\'isitor huard8} e'lIlstructed and lnahitahled lalllleh sites, and IlI8il1tamed. aU ""developed
cllll:'!'site.; ~ tlIe river =ridor. Ponds tor river man>.g<=1'l wiIl·euntlnue 10 be
budgeted .. part or the regular l'lLM appropriatloll. .

. At ""y tioie the Department of Lands IB capable or So dcr,,1l1 they may proviile
personnel to usist the Bureau of LarldM~t in pattolling the river.

B. aUt river ~1!"'S""'ent plans will bo uaed .. the ba.is. Cor~
~~ot .""tiOlU. 1'l!- pla& includi: but are not limited to re=atiou Wlor . V
earrymg QI~e!ty determiMt!O.llS, recteatloll resuJa~ llJid land \lIle !!!o!!.'l!'~ent .
recOlnmendatlo"". .Ptlm r:YWOoa will be ae<:<>mplished uslngniiifii8lly agreeiiB!C" -
pk"Ocedurea. .

C. Both agencies to !hie a~t will eootdlna!e IIl1d $eek re_nable .
solucloll5 I!, any PlOpoaal actioli <:rt ,,"ogum d...eloped by e!the>' plltty that will af&ct
the lands, pra~ or projeel$ of tho other plltty. . .

D. . The W\IllIlCC of .peclat recreatl~ 1I:lC perrllits ""thanzhig co=:nercial
outfitl= tl) opaate in the rlve.r eorridot will include the~ proeeduroa of tho
Idaho Outl'ltten and Guide$ U<:eaaing Board. .

E. The de<lelopll:Iellt of faelUtI.. to """,,,,,modat. recreational 11$' by the
State of Idaho or by the Bu.reau of L....d Managemetlt on lands of the othcr porty will .
require prio. approval of the landqwner.
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F. OI1-!he-grOlllld supc:vision of river iCtivltiM. inl:lu4ing the isauance of
river oriented recreation Wle pennia aod fee collections, ,.;n be the primary
te.~zWbillty of the llu<CllU Qf l.oDd ManoplllClrt. .

G. Shollld the need arise far inIpO&ing the Stat. of Idaho'. r_&"!aIOX)'
aulboril)' on lands un&:t their juriscliclioll, per5tIlmel representing thl> Ilale will be
available to ...ist Bureau of 1=d MlUIlIS"""ellt rive\'~ .

H: II is~d !hal the parties to this ~ement and their :qenl'i.a
and represenmllve$ have 11\$poll$ibililles \1M.. .!taltto, or olhcrwlae, which cailnOt be
~aived or alirogated. This a8"e=1 dooo not affect $ucb. nondiacrcti01lJlIY "llllldatas.

I. Nothing in this agreement shall co=1t the pudes or theii agencies or.
reprC3eDtatives lo the ""Pelldltnzc· of fim.ds ",ot authod%ed by law. .

. J. . This "ll"e_eat com be temJin.ted by writtea request of either the State
Dep:trtmclit of .Lands or the Bureau of Lattd Monag=tmt.

. K.. The liabilitY. of all patti.. wUl be fullY" protected ill the isanlU1C1l of .
~ccial tllCreation 1I$e permits. Liability~ reClnlled lIS a COndltiOl1 for W,U8llce
ot commllrcial 1I$Cl" pennie., will Il&lIIC !be State of ldibo ... coinsured with the Bureau
of Land M$aagemorit .

APPlW'VE.ti AS TO FORM:

Stat" of Idaho)
County of Ada ) ...

au~0ill. day Of.2w. Jf -UI. J ..:; 1990, before me, the underllgttcd,
?':?t!)lry public lll..",a lor the /lIare at lil.iiliOJperso~nR"are ~~
~ ..01l "d ,,) .QW > kno..... to me lo lie the __~z.u "-L .

• of the Said Btl OF D EMEN'i',
i11V"'AH=~'Ro_1~w:rli"'os'"'o-:,,::a=Jl.l:"::e""lSc.:-:s::1ubl::s=tn"'6::o"'d~to the withi1l and fotogou.s~ l\l1d
acla>OWIedg<ld to me that lOch eoxp""alioll =cuted lbe lam".

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I ha.va her"unt~ set my~ and .d my offlclal .
seal the day and year in tIUs cetlificote !irst above wrlttclL

~'I)~.' Cld~ot nn.. '" and lor~:,g a :
Sta~ • of ldaho.6L..j ,VA L./.
rCSldingat . il,· ~ Ur .
My bOlla expire. t. .. /i - 9: A, .
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IN WiTNEss WHEREOF, th~ S(at~ Board of Land Colbmiasioncn.. h.. ""11>0<1
thClle preoent:l to be =cnted by it< Prl!Sident, the G~or of .!be State of Idaho, and
=tCt$lgD.ed by tho Secrete:y of StallS, and the Direotot, Depllrtmont of Lands;

STATE BOARD OF LAND COMMISSIONERs

fl ~~~ ~tLL'~t, an <mor of.."CO 0~

/7;;~ .
~...._--

~n~1Wg
Stl\te of Idaho)
Colb:lty of Ada )...

. . 6.. this 12 day of Feb r ua r y , 1990, before Ill'" l( No~ l'ublic
in aM tor said. atate, pe1'8ollalIy appoared CEcIL D. ANDRUS, known to inc CO be the
GO'll!r.llor of the State cf tdahl! and Pmident of the State Board of Land
CoP3JXli.s!ionets' PJ;;TE T. CENARll,USA, known to me to be the Secre~ of State of
the 'State of Idaho: lllld SfANLEY 't. HMdILToN, known to m~ to be lhc Dl.recto. of
the Department of Lal>,ds of the State of Idaho, that _CUl~ tllc said inrtrwxtenl and
acknowledged to me thai: "'lch Slale of Idaho and State Bo;u:d· of Land ('.Qfll1l';..;onors
~XCC1lt=d swe. .

IN wmr.r:.ss w:tnm.EOF, I have h....=o set "'-y hand. and seal On the day
and year 1..1 written above.
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